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OHIO

Norman 8. McConnell, Berlin Center, Ohlo.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1943.

John W. Turner, Bettsville, Ohio. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943.

George M. Schmidt, Carroll, Ohio. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943,

Joseph A, Link, Carthagena, Ohio, Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943.

Stella G. Cleaver, Clarksville, Ohio. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1941,

Fred Reichelderfer, Cridersville, Ohio.

Office became Presidential July 1, 1943,

George F. Burford, Farmdale, Ohio. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943.

Everett Vine, Garrettsville, Ohio, in place of
F. A, Loomis, transferred.

Cora O. Shick, Huntsville, Ohio, in place of
J. C. Wyllie, resigned.

Iva D. Bachtel, Lagrange, Ohio, in place of
A. L. Wyllner, resigned.

Blanche M. Watkins, Lower Salem, Ohio.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1943,

Howard H. Lesh, Middlebranch, Ohlo.
Office became Presidential July.1, 1943,

Robert H. Gano, Newport, Ohlo. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1943.

Jessle Dell, North Bend, Ohio. Office be-
eame Presidential July 1, 1943.

Lesta C. Murphy, Rogers, Ohjo. Office be-
came Presidentlal July 1, 1943.

Barton P. Truster, Beven Mile, Ohlo. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943.

Laura W. Spellman, Williamsfield, Ohio.
Office became Presida?tlal July 1, 1943.

OKLAHOMA

James E. Ward, Camargo, Okla,, in place
of Frank Ferguson, not commissioned.

Erma E. Johnston, Gore, Okla. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943,

Frank James, Hartshorne, Okla, in place
of C. M. Surry, resigned.

OREGON

Lois M. Brown, Langlois, Oreg., in place of

E. W. Black, retired.
PENNSYLVANIA

Anna J. Spisak, Dixonville, Pa. Office be=
came Presidential July 1, 1943,

Ethel M. Goodwin, Folsom, Pa. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1942,

Olive M. Harkness, Gillett, Pa. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1843.

Clara V., Snyder, Glenmoore, Pa. Office be-

came Presidential July 1, 1943.
Carl Seyler, Luthersburg, Pa. Office became
Presidential July 1, 1843,
Alexander Bubel, Middleport, Pa.
became Presidential July 1, 1943.
William L. Doebler, Mifflinburg, Pa., In
place of 8. B. Miller, deceased.
Lena C. Beers, North Bessemer, Pa. Office
became Presidentlal July 1, 1943,
SOUTH CAROLINA
Luther L. Hadden, Duncan, 8. C. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943,
TENNESSEE
James A. Hudson, Brownsville, Tenn., in
place of H. 8. Dupree, deceased.
Harrr B. Gillespie, Limestone, Tenn,, in
place of A. K. Broyles, transferred.
Bertha M. Cooper, Powell Station, Tenn.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1943.
Gladys B. Kyle, Rogersville, Tenn., in place
of K. P. Hale, deceased,
John V. Eendall, Troy, Tenn., in place of
J. O. Bennett, deceased.
TEXAS
Vera B. Elkin, Channing, Tex., in place of
A. J. Denman, resigned.
Charlie B. O'Bryan, De Berry, Tex. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1943.
Ollie Elaine Burditt, La Ward, Tex., in
place of A. L. Burditt, resigned.
VIRGINIA
Robert H. Bear, Churchville, Va. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1943. i

LYXXTIX—659

Office

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, in this hour of tumult
and tempest, of temptation and trial, we
rejoice that the Christ is our peace. In
Him is our fortress and high tower
and through faith we look forward to a
time when wisdom shall be justified up-
on the earth and the dreams of the na-
tions shall come true and shape the
whole world again.

In the countless cross-currents of life
give us to understand that right is right
and never yet was expediency the wise
rule for man or nation. We praise Thee
that life is too great, too solemn and
holy to be spent on anything but the
things which abide. May the blessed
Lord reign and guide our leaders that
righteous peace may emerge out of chaos
and confusion and lay again the founda-
tions of free government. We pray that
our country may not be a victim of that
prosperity which ultimately causes dis-
content and begets the folly of extrava-
gance. Lead our people to conduct
themselves wisely and think of their
surplus as another’s need. Because
Thou hast given us this wonderful land,
dowered it with many gifts of rich
abundance, and because of our sacred
duty to sacrifice for the help of the whole
world, O spirit of our Master, inspire
us to toil and save unsparingly for the
future federation of mankind. In the
name of the Man of Galilee. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the REcorp and include therein
a short newspaper article,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

FOOD SUBSIDIES

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON. Mr, Speaker, Presi-
dent Roosevelt in his longest message to
Congress discussed the question of sub-
sidies and what they meant to the Amer-
ican housewife, His message was heard
by the Congress but apparently not taken
very seriously, at least not by a great
many Members who were more anxious
to please the interests opposed to sub-
sidies than to follow the constructive
leadership of our great Commander in
Chief.

It has taken the women of the country
a long time to understand the relation-
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ship of subsidies to the cost of living,
May I say that it is the first time women
have felt that they were directly affected
by a subsidy. Judging from the thou-
sands or letters and telegrams received
by me, and I have no doubt by many
other Members of the House, during the
past week, they find it difficult, very, very
difficult, to understand why subsidies are
paid for everything important to win
the war except the most important thing
of all, food. They are aroused as never
before, because they see in the attempt
to kill the food subsidies a threat to the
American home, and this at a time when
their husbands and sons are fighting and
dying to protect their homes.

Mr. Speaker, I have always hoped for
an issue which would unite the women
of America and also would permit them
to know what great power and strength
they have, and here it is.

The housewives of America are the
practical economists of the home front.
They are not interested in selfish lobbies
but they are fast learning how lobbies
and pressure groups function. I predict
the lesson they are learning will make
them realize their potential power and
how to use it most effectively. One
woman writes me:

Is it wrong to subsidize milk—the prime
necessity to children—and right to subsidize

cotton to the tune of a billion and a guarter
dollars?

The League of Women Voters, a na-
tional nonpartisan organization, is doing
a very constructive job in teaching wom-
en the use of the ballot. This-organiza-
tion is on record in favor of food sub-
sidies. Also listed in favor are the
American Association of University
Women; the American Home Economics
Association; the New Jersey Y. W.C. A.;
the National Consumers League; the Na-
tional Council of Negro Women; The
National Federation of Settlements; and
the League of Women Shoppers—also
many labor organizations and church
groups—all of which proves that when
the American home is threatened, wom-
en can be depended on to protect it.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. NEWSOME. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my colleague the
gentleman from New York [Mr. KEocH]
be permitted to extend his own remarks
in the Appendix of the ReEcorp and in-
clude therein a resolution from the
Brooklyn Bar Association.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.

(Mr, Spence asked and was given per-
mission to extend his own remarks in the
RECORD.)

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and include
therein an article from this morning’s
Washington Post,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,
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RATIONING OF MEAT

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Indi-
ana?

There was no objection.

Mr, WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I am fo-
day introducing the following bill:

A bill to provide for the suspension of the
point-rationing system with respect to meat
for 60 days
Be it enacted, etec., That notwithstanding

any provision of law or any .regulation
promulgated by any Government agency, no
ration points shall be required to be used in
connection with the purchase, sale, transfer,
or other acquisition or disposition of meat
during the period of 60 days immediately fol-
lowing the date of enactment of this act.

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, this mat-
ter is one that deserves the earliest and
most serious consideration of the Mem-
bers of this House. Thousands of pounds
of meat are spoiling due to the O. P. A.
point-rationing system.
pounds of beef and pork on the hoof that
are ready for market are consuming feed
which the farmers had intended to use
to produce meat next year,

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO 3

Mr, PLUMLEY., Mr, Speaker, at the
direction of Committee on Elections No.
3, I ask unanimous consent that that
committee be permitted to sit during the
session of the House this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot
recognize the gentleman for that pur-
pose because a bill will be read for amend-
ment this afternoon. The committee
may sit during the general debate this
afternoon, however, if the gentleman de-
‘sires to submit that request.

Mr, PLUMLEY, I do, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ver-
mont?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein & news item and two editorials.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Kansas?

There was no objection.

VETERANS' LEGISLATION

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I re-
spectfully urge that the leadership bring
to the consideration of Congress legisla-
tion that will, first, give to the men and
women of our fighting units the right to
vote; and, second, legislation that will
give a cash payment at the time of their
discharge.

The legislation relative to voting should
rllow them the franchise with a mini-

Millions of
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mum of red tape and trouble. Since they
are fighting to save our country, they
want to vote to save our country.

Thousands of men are being dis-
charged practically penniless. Let us
give.them immediate financial assistance
to help them get readjusted to civilian
life. ‘These are obligations that we can-
not conscientiously postpone any longer.

Let us give the veterans a real Christ-
mas present by the passage of these two
bills. )

SUBSIDIES A TANGLED NET

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the'gentleman from Mich-
igan? ~

There was no objection.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened with great interest to the state-
ment of the gentlewoman from New
Jersey [Mrs. Norton1, who has just pre-
ceded me, that at last the women of the
United States were united on an issue
in favor of food or consumer subsidies.
It is apparent that the gentlewoman
from New Jersey was not informed of
the statement from the largest consumer
area in the United States which refutes
her allegation. -

I want to read to the House a state-
ment of the New York Federation of
Women'’s Clubs on this same subject. ' It
appeared in the December 3 issue of the
Orion Review, a weekly paper published
at Orion, Oakland County, Mich. It
is entitled “A Bitter Lesson”:

Subsidies are the tangled net in which a
free people become so enmeshed that they
become helpless pawns of a dominating cen-
tralized government. Farmers have learned
that they who control the finance of farmers’
business, control the farmers' liberty, and
freedom of action. Farmers have learned
this through experience with the misdirected
government activities in recent years, sor-
rowful experience with the arbitrary, auto-

‘eratic exercise of power by Government ad-

ministrative agencies. Bubsidies, given with
the idea of encouraging production, defeat
and destroy much of the incentive that
should come with increased returns because
farmers fear the government domination
that accompanies subsidy payments.

This is signed by the New York Feder-
ation of Women’s Clubs. It calls for
sober thinking and challenges the atten-
tion of those who have been swept
away by a wave of hysteria created by
newspaper accounts and radio commen-
tators, based on the false premise that
the Government supports the people in-
stead of the people supporting the Gov-
ernment.

RAILWAY WORKERS

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, last night War Mobilization Di=
rector James Byrnes, the Assistant Pres-
ident, with his offices in the White House,
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made a Nation-wide radio address. In
this address he pleaded for national
unity behind administration hold-the-
line policies and at the same time
charged American railway workers with
“pointing a pistol” at the head of Uncle
Sam to obtain wage increases by threat
of strike.

I agree with most of what Byrnes said
about the need for holding the line against
inflation. I only wish the administra-
tion had recognized this need sooner and
practiced what it preached. However,
neither unity can be served nor the line
held by charging 1,500,000 of America’s
most patriotic citizens with assault with
intent to kill or with armed robbery. The
greatest thing the administration could
do to promote home-front unity would
be to quit accusing anyone who does not
agree with it as being guilty of various
high crimes and misdemeanors.

What are the real facts in this railway
labor dispute and where does the fault
really lie?

Simply stated, for over a year the rail-
way workers and management have fol-
lowed the procedures of the Railway La-
bor Act in asking for a modest raise to
correct gross inequalities. An agreement
for an 8 cents per hour increase was duly
approved. Then this agreement, arrived
at in the way provided by law and not in
any way violating the Little Steel for-
mula, was set aside by a change made by
some executive board appointed by the
President. Not only has the President
broken his promise to the railroad work-
ers, for he approved the original agree-
ment, but now through a personal panel
he attempts to set aside a contract made
in a lawful way. In doing so he attempts
to shift the burden of responsibility to
railroad workers because they do not
want to accept the wholly inadequate and
illegal recommendations of this board
which would set aside the procedures es-
tablished in law by the people’s elected
represetntatives in Congress.

I am reminded of the old story about
the thief who attempted to prevent cap-
ture by pointing at some innocent in-
dividual in the crowd and yelling hyster-
ically, although not over a Nation-wide
radio hook-up, “Catch that thief.”

I am suspicious that some of the long-
haired Socialists in Washington would
like to provoke a railroad strike so that
the Government could take over the rail-
roads.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and to include therein a letter
from a constituent of mine relating to
post-war planning.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in two particulars, to include a
speech by the Reverend John A. Ryan,
and also to include a letter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

Therp was no objection.
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Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix of the REecorp,
and to include a statement by the Direc-
tor of Industrial Relations of California.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.
- Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp with reference to
rural electrification, and to include
therein an address by the Honorable
Clyde Ellis, a former Member of the
House from Arkansas.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

FEED GRAIN, DUTY FREE

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House resolve itself into
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of House Joint Resolution No. 171,
to permit the importation from foreign
countries free of duty, during a period
of 90 days, of certain grains and other
products to be used for livestock and
poultry feed.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of House Joint Resolution 171,
with Mr. WHITTINGTON in the chair.

The Clerk read the title-of House Joint
Resolution 171,

By unanimous consent the first read-
ing of the joint resolution was dispensed
with.

The CHAIRMAN. Under previous or-
der of the House 1 hour has been allowed
for general debate, the time to be equally
divided between the gentlehan from
North Carolina [Mr, DoueHTON] and the
gentleman from New York [Mr. REgp].

The gentleman from North Carolina
is recognized.

Mr. REED of New York. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield,

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I do not know how wide the inter-
est is in this, what I would call, rather
important piece of legislation. Would it
be possible to extend the time for debate
by unanimous consent, inasmuch as there
have been requests for time? I do not
know how many requests the Chairman
has had.

Mr, COOPER. Mr, Chairman, I make
a point of order that that cannot be
done. It could have been done in the
House, but it cannot be done now.

Mr. REED of New York. That is sat-
isfactory to me.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman
from Tennessee has correctly answered
the parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield myself 5
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The genfleman

- from North Caroling is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. DOUGHTON. House Joint Res-
olution 171 permits the free importation

'CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

for a period of 90 days of certain grains
and other products when used for feed
for livestock and poultry, As is known
to all of you, the farmers have been
called upon to increase the production
of livestock and poultry, and of course,
in order to do that an adequate supply
of feed is necessary. It is also known
that in certain sections of the country
last year there was a serious drought
and it caused a very considerable short-
age of these feeds. The purpose of this
resolution is to admit, free of duty, into
the United States, these mentioned feeds
in order that the farmers may have,
especially in drought-stricken sections of
the United States, sufficient and ade-
quate supplies of feed to produce the
food they have been called upon by the
Government to produce. It is limited to
a period of 90 days.

This resolution has the support of the
Food Administrator, Hon, Marvin Jones,
whom you all know well and favorably.
I have a letter from him approving the
legislation. It is too long to read and
it is not necessary, but I will quote a few
lines:

I am, of course, strongly in favor of any
legislation which would be effective in mak-
ing available to producers feed in greater
quantities or at lower prices, and to the
extent that House Joint Resolution 155—

Now, House Joint Resolution 171—

would be effective in this respect, I favor
its enactment.

Later on he says:

While I am entirely in accord with the ob-
jective of House Joint Resolution 155, to
make feed available to livestock producers in
greater quantities and at lower prices, the
resolution may not accomplish as much as
we would like, except as to hay. At the
same time, we favor its enactment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield.

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman ex-
plain why corn is not in this resolution?
There is a great deal of need in my sec-
tion of the country for corn.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I believe that ques-
tion might be answered better by the au-
thor of the resolution, the distinguished
gentleman from Wisconsin [(Mr. Mugr-
rAY], so I yield to him to answer the gen-
tleman's question.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. As far as
corn is concerned, there is not any corn
available anywhere in the world that
would be expected to come in during this
90 days. There is a possibility of getting
corn at a later time when the crop in
South America is harvested, but there is
no available corn, so I am advised by the
War Food Administration at this time.

Mr. HALE, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield further for an obser-
vation?

Mr. DOUGHTON. The time is short,
but I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HALE. Would it not be advisable
to amend the resolution so that corn
might be admitted if it should subse-
quently become available?
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Mr. DOUGHTON. That matter can be
taken up under the 5-minute rule when
amendments will be in order.

In conclusion, I believe the adoption of
this resolution will have a tendency to
relieve an acute shortage of feeds neces-
sary in the livestock, poultry, and dairy
industries.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
DovucHTON] has expired.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Murray], the author of
the resolution.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, the purpose of this resolu-
tion is to make every effort to provide
feed for the livestock producers of this
country. It is necessary to go back
to March 15, and if you are interested
in reading the REcorp of that date, you
will note that when I first called the
attention of Congress to this coming
feed situation, the very best quality of
wheat was only 84 cents—United States
money—a bushel in Canada, and other
feeds were cheap accordingly. On April
29, as I remember it, the President by
proclamation provided that wheat feed
could be imported, duty free. I am in-
formed that up to this time, this has
brought in somewhere between thirty-
five and forty million bushels of wheat.
This feed wheat that has been brought
in has all had to be funneled through
a Government agency—in this case
through the Commeodity Credit Corpora-
tion. In other words, the wheat feed
that has been brought in has first had to
go through this organization, and pos-
sibly much more feed would have been
imported if it had been admitted to the
farm cooperatives, the feed dealers, and
individual farmers all over the country,
to secure this feed for themselves and on
equal terms.

I realize that, as a person who has
made a few remarks on tariff and duties
during his lifetime, it might look rather
inconsistent to my colleagues, but I am
sure it is not inconsistent as far as I
am concerned myself. My particular
ideas about the tariff are of little con-
sequence at this time.

Through Secretary Wickard, he asked
the livestock people of this country to in-
crease the production of livestock, and
they have done a magnificent job, and
if we keep on spending as much time talk-
ing about roll-back subsidies as we have
in the last couple of months, I am not
sure but that we will have to get Mr.
Wickard back here to get this production
program into operation again. In other
words, at this time, I think each and
every one of us is an American before we
are Republicans or Democrats. What
my opinion in peacetime is with regard
to the tariff has nothing to do with what
it means to provide sufficient feed during
this war. For that reason I am willing
to accept all the insinuations and all the
criticisms that might go along with it.

The only reason I did not bring this
resolution in last March was because I
did not think I had any chance of get-
ting it to this floor. But after I was
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home this summer and saw what hap-
pened and heard all this talk that we
have heard so much about with respect
to corn feed, I thought at least, I would
make an effort to introduce this resolu-
tion. ¥You will remember that on the
floor, I asked the majority leader, Mr.
McCormAck, if he would not try to help
get this on the floor of the House. I
might say that Mr. McCormack did not
only promise to do it but he did lend his
assistance. He wrote a letter to the
Food Administrator, Mr. Jones, and we
had a splendid report back from Mr,
Jones,

The Ways and Means Committee at
that time, of course, had the tax bill un-
der consideration. I tried not to become
impatient or irritated, because I realized
the importance of the tax measure. I
might say that the Committee on Ways
and Means has brought this measure out
at the first moment they had the time
after they got rid of the tax bill.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
would like to peint out that herds of cat-
tle are being killed because of shortage
of feed. If the herds are killed, there will
be no market for feed. It is essential
for every reason to keep the cattle alive
during this crisis. That is vital also to
western food growers; also, has the gen-
tleman considered including corn in his
resolution? We are very short of corn
feed in New England. Should it not be
included in case we might get it from
the Argentine? i

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I will
answer by saying that the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. West] pointed out the
possibilities of securing cottonseed meal
from Mexico in the spring of the year at
lambing time, which surely should have.
been incorporated if I had been cogni-
zant of its importance. As to corn, I per-
sonally know of no reason why corn
should not be included. The only reason
I had .for not including corn was the
fact that I was advised by the War Food
Administration that there was no avail-
able corn. There may be some in South
America when the crop is harvested
within the next few months and be-
comes available.

Mr. REES of Kansas.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., I yield to
the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. REES of Kansas. As I under-
stand, the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion is permitted to bring in wheat for
feed from Canada. o

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Yes;
from any country, not necessarily from
Canada only.

 Mr. REES of Kansas. Yes; from any
country: and it comes in duty-free.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., Yes.

Mr. REES of Kansas. And, as the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has suggested,
we have brought in thirty-five or forty
million bushels by that method.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Yes; be-
tween thirty-five and forty million
bushels. .

Mr. Chairman,
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Mr. REES of Kansas. Is it not a fact
that we have established a guota system
by which we are nct allowed to bring in
more than a certain number of bushels
from Canada, for instance? How is this
measure affected by the quota system, or
vice versa?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, The
quota system is in effect purely on wheat
that is imported for milling purposes.
The guota on this wheat is 800,000 bush-
els a year; but that has nothing to do
with feed wheat, and that is what this
resolution deals with.

I realized that this resclution should
come from our side of the House because
I can see the criticisms that might be
leveled at the President if he had just
made a blanket lifting of this duty. For
that reason we are not doing anything
that is not being done now as far as
wheat feed is concerned; we are just ex-
tending it to these other feeds.

Mr REES of Kansas. My understand-
ing is that the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration is bringing in just about as
much wheat as it can bring in, in view of
limited transportation facilities. What
is the gentleman’s reply to that?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Having
received part of my salary from the Gov-
ernment for many years I never would
come to the conclusion that just because
a Federal agency could not do a job that
it could not be done otherwise. I be-
lieve that possibly if you give the farm
co-ops, feed dealers, and individuals that
are handling feeds in the Nation an
equal chance with our governmental
agencies I think there is a possibility at
least that much greater amounts of feed
could have been brought in. As to what
may be brought in hereafter I have no
way of knowing, and assume no personal
responsibility.

Mr. REES of Kansas. The gentleman
from Wisconsin has given this matter
considerable study, and that was the
next question I was going to ask: About
what increase does the gentleman ex-
pect from this measure if it is adopted?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I cannot
answer that question because there are
too many factors affecting it. I can well
see where many agencies might stymie
it. I can see how the Office of Defense
Transportation may not let them have a
car; I can see where they may not let
them have even a ship to bring in the
feed. I will not assume responsibility
for the amount that is brought in. I
feel I have made my own personal con-
tribution to this, that I have made the
effort at least to provide this feed to help
these people finish the job we have asked
them to do. Our governmental agencies
asked for more hogs, more milk, more
chickens; we should be willing to help
these producers secure the feed to finish
this job.

Mr, RIZLEY. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield
to the gentleman from Oklahoma, a
member of my committee.

Mr. RIZLEY. I notice the resolution
does not contain any language that de-
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fines wheat for feed as the term is used
in the resolution. I ask the gentleman
from Wisconsin if he does not think that
possibly with this letting down of the
bars they may bring in all the milling
wheat duty-free from Canada for the 90-
day perlod that anyone wants to bring
in?

And I might say in connection with
that that the War Food Administrator
certainly takes that view in a statement
that was inserted in the REcorp under
date of October 7, 1943, in which he
pointed out that you included flax, and
he states that flax was seldom used for
feed.

He points out in the same letter that
under the terms of the resolution wheat
could very well be brought in for mill-
ing purposes. Would the gentleman be
willing to confine his resolution to wheat,
or just what is the purpose of the reso-
lution? Is it to let down the bars so
that wheat regardless of what it may be
used for may be brought in duty-free
from Canada or any other country for a
period of 90 days?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, Person-
ally I do not think there is any more dan-
ger of bringing it in under this resolu-
tion than the way it is being operated
at the present time, If anyone wants
to protect that situation, it certainly is
agreeable as far as I am concerned. Re-
ferring to the letter that Mr. Jones wrote
about flax, of course, he does not write
every letter he sends out. It may be just
as well to let flax come into this country
without duty at this time as anything
else. I may say it is coming in at the
present time. I will not say it is all com-
ing in from Canada, but it is coming in.
It provides a high protein feed, as well
as oil.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 10 minutes,

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to dis-
cuss details of this bill because that has
already been done to some extent.
Every Member on this floor knows the
purpose of the bill. There is ah impera-
tive demand in the Northeastern States
for livestock feed. Take New York and
the New England States, some 12 States
other than New York, they are in des-
perate need of more milk and more eggs.

In the State of New York the shortage
of feed is at the present time jeopardiz-
ing not only the production of dairy
products but the life of 1,500,000 dairy
cows and heifers. In the State of New
York alone there are some 12,000,000
chickens. Milk, dairy products, and eggs
are a fundamental necessity to the nor-
mal development of the child life of
this Nation.

The purpose of the pending bill is to
permit feed to come into this country
duty-free for 90 days. There is a food
emergency, and it is a serious emergency.
We cannot afford to have these tested
herds in the Northeastern States, par-
ticularly in my State of New York and
in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, de-
stroyed or starved or used for beef be=

\
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cause it takes too long to develop a dairy
industry.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Will the gentleman
yield? If he would include Vermont in
his statement, I would be more than
satisfied.

Mr. REED of New York. Vermont is
included. I said 12 States other than
New York. I know the gentleman’s
State produces a very fine high-grade
milk.

Mr. Chairman, I am not here to quib-
ble over whether this should or should
not include corn, We know there is a
shortage of corn in this country. The
Northeastern States, including the State
of New York, have done everything
humanly possible to draw upon the corn
supply, whatever it is and no matter how
much it may cost. They have tried to
get corn from the Middle West to feed
the stock and poultry. Nobody is criti-
cizing the Middle West, because, accord-
ing to the available figures, they have
not the corn to send east. There is a
shortage of corn, as the distinguished au-
thor of the bill stated, all over the world.

We have 6,000,000 children in this
country who are undernourished. We
have from 45,000,000 to 50,000,000 babies
in this country dependent for their nor-
mal development upon eggs and milk,
which must come from well-fed dairy
herds.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to
the gentleman from Tennessee.

"Mr. COOPER. In reference to the
point raised by the gentleman from
Oklahoma, I invite attention to the fact
it is very clearly stated on the face of
-the bill as follows, line 8: “To be used
as, or as a constituent part of, feed for
livestock and poultry.” That is what the
bill itself says.

Mr, REED of New York. I was going
to bring out that limitation. Every one
of you know that at the present time we
can ship babies’ diapers over to north
Africa by the hundreds of thousands.
We can spread our billions everywhere.
But the most vital thing in this country
today as our soldiers are dying on the
battlefields is to see that we develop a
strong, virile, hopeful youth to take the
place of those who are going to be sacri-
ficed in this strugele. This cannot be
done without a minimum of the funda-
mental diet for the proper development
of these children.

I would be the last man in the House of
Representatives to stand up here and
ask for a reduction in the tariffs for I
have fought reduction of tariffs in sea-
son and out of season. Iam going toin-
sert in the Recorp certain figures show-
ing exactly what we will be up against as
a result of lowering these tarifis as a
post-war problem. But the time has
come for action and even if this bill does
not accomplish all that we think it ouzht
to accomplish, it may assist materially
in getting feed for livestock. I am not
one of those, and I do not think you are,
who in this critical stage is going before
the country without saying that we have
at least tried to get livestock feed in

here from Canada and other countries
where it can be found,

The point has been raised that it will
cost a high price for the feed because of
certain differentials in Canada and all
that, but that has nothing to do with the
situation. In the State of New York
where we are trying to save our dairy
herds with which to supply the cities with
milk they are willing to pay almost any
price for feed rather than sacrifice their
herds, hoping to nurse their dairy catile
along until the next crops are produced.

But just remember this. There will be
men on the floor who will say they do not
object to hay coming in, but anybody
who is familiar with the dairy business
knows that all you can do with hay is
keep your cows alive and get a subnormal
production of milk and dairy products.
That just keeps them alive, but that is
not enough, because the milk supply is
falling in these cities, and the people in
your hospitals, your old people, and your
children are suffering as a result of it.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, REED of New York. Iyield tothe
gentlewoman from Massachusetfs.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The
gentleman, I know, is only supporting
this bill as a measure of necessity. The
gentleman has never lost an opoprtunity
to fight for our home markets for the
protection of labor, industry, and agri-
culture. Already physicians have stated
that the health of the country has been
lowered.

Mr. REED of New York. There is no
question but that the health of this coun-
try is breaking down. I repeat, no mat-
ter how much we sympathize with the
people abroad, we must protect the chil-
dren and the babies of this country for
they are the America of tomorrow.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York., I yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Does the
gentleman think the emergency will be
over in 90 days, or is this just an opening
wedge to make it permanent?

Mr. REED of New York. It is not an
opening wedge for anything,

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska.
days.

Mr, REED of New York. Ninety days
will possibly make the situation such that
they can nurse their herds along and
keep the production up for 90 days, or
get in enough during the 90 days to carry
them over until they can get feed from
their own farms in this country. I am
not worried about that. The people will
see to that. When the time comes, if
they want a tariff to protect our farmers,
they will put on a tariff. They are not
worried about taking this off. This can-
not by any stretch of the imagination
be a precedent for lower tariffs hereafter.

Mr, PLUMLEY. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York, Iyield tothe
gentleman from Vermont.

Mr, PLUMLEY. Is it not a fact that
the farmers, whom some would seek to
protect, are more interested in this reso-
lution than anybody else?

It is 90
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Mr. REED of New York. Yes; there is
no doubt of it.

I have here some very interesting facts
which I should like to bring out just to
show you the danger the gentleman
points out. I can give you the wage per
hour figures of every one of the coun-
tries in South America. I have them
listed .and I am going to ask the privilege
of including them in my remarks. But
I do hope that in view of this emergency,
no matter what your views may be on
the tariff question, you will realize that
the cities, in the East particularly, are
dependent upon our dairy herds in these
States, and will vote for this bill to give
our farmers a fighting chance for some
feed, no matter what it costs, in order to
protect this industry that is so essential
to the health of this Nation.

Mr. COFFEE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to the
gentleman from Washington.

Mr. COFFEE. I wish to commend the
learned gentleman from New York for
his position on the bill, and to add that
in my section of the United States, the
Pacific Northwest, the situation is
equally acute with that of New York and
New England. We feel the need for this
legislation just as does the section of the
gentleman from New York.

Mr, of New York. I thank the
gentleman for his contribution. Of
course, this does not apply only to the
East, it applies to every dairy section in
the country. This bill is just as valu-
able to the State of Texas or any of the
Western States, unless it might be right
in the heart of the Corn Belt, as it is to
the East. Certainly I can see no reason
why the farmers of one section of the
country should line up against the farm-
ers of another section in a vital time
during a great war.

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York. Iyield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BREHM. Does the gentleman
feel that this resolution would be neces-
sary if so many thousands of acres had
not been taken out of production by the
so-called planners for the focd program?

Mr. REED of New York. Of course,
the gentleman knows exactly how I feel
on that question, but I am not trying to
inject any comments here that would
cause any friction or ill feeling. What
I am after now is just what I have
stated. It is absolutely necessary that
we have the supply of milk that is neces-
sary, unless we want to bring up a gen-
eration of children with rickets and
destroy the bone-building processes
which are necessary. Of course, then
we can oppose this bill on many grounds.
I believe this bill will bring some relief,
I do not know how much. For what
relief it will bring I am for it.

A report from the State of New York
indicates that failure to obtfain this feed
will result in a 15- to 20-percent drop in
production. Such drop in preduction
will mean a cut of 1,300,000 to 1,700,C0)
guarts a day in the New York State milk
production.
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There is not the slightest hope of get-
ting dairy feed from the Corn Belt.

There seems to be no doubt whatever
that the amount of corn left over firom
last year is less than the amount left
over a year ago from 1941, I am in-
formed that the corn carry-over in the
United States was less than 400,000,000
bushels, compared with a 600,000,000~
bushel carry-over a year ago.

The only recourse in obtaining feed
for dairy herds and poultry now seems
to be to import it. This bill seeks to en-
courage the importation of feed by elimi-
nating the tariff for 90 days.

Mr, Chairman, there is no justification
for failing to act on this measure on the
theory that it may not accomplish all
that may be desired. Why, in an emo-
tional burst of humanifarian enthusi-
asm, should we direct our attention solely
to the undernourished children abroad
and in doing so ignore our underfed chil-
dren at home? The children of today
will be the citizens of tomorrow. There
are estimated to be at the present time
6,000,000 children in the United States
who are improperly nourished. Then,

too, there arc the thousands of tubercu- -

lar children whose chance for recovery
depends in large part upon an adequate
supply of wholesome milk, cream, and
eges. Are we to add to the 300,000 crip-
pled by depriving children of bone-build-
ing dairy products? -

1 repeat that if ever there was a time
in cur history when a strong and virile
youth is needed to supply our future
leadership it will be at the conclusion
of this war. We must not, by our short-
sichtedness in the matter of our home
food supply, destroy or weaken millions
of our potential citizens—now in their
infancy—who will be needed to replace
.the young men now on the battle fronts
who, had their lives been spared from
the holocaust of war, would have sup-
plied the Nation with gifted civic lead-
ers for tomorrow.

1 believe it far more important for this
Government to produce milk and eggs
for our forty-five or fifty million chil-
dren than to send 600,000 diapers under
lend-lease to North Africa.

I would be the last man on the floor of
the House to advocate the lowering of
the tariffi en farm products in normal
times. So far as I am concerned this
$0-day exemption of tariff duties on feed
for livesteck will not be a precedent bind-
ing upon me on the question of tariff
duties, There is no Member of the House
who fears a low-tariff policy, now em-
bodied in the trade agreements, as a
post-war danger more than I do. But
under a program of lease-lending every-
{thing from diapers to shorts and promis-
ing to furnish a quart of milk a day to
every Hottentot in the world, our own
citizens must turn to extraordinary
means in order fo live.

I am well aware of the danger of fur-
ther lowering tariffs because our farm-
ers will eventually be urged as a good-
neighbor policy to permit imports from
this hemisphere where the wage rates
are as follows:

According to domestic statistics, in-
telligently gathered by the C. T. A, L—

a pioneer in this worthy task—the aver-
age hourly wage of a United States
worker in at least 10 of the most common
occupations—construction work, carpen-
tering, mining, unskilled labor, printing,
driving, painting, and so forth—is $1.33.
In contrast, the average hourly wage in
other republics of the hemisphere for
more or less the same group of workers
is: Canada, 56 cents per hour; Argentina,
30 cents; Uruguay, 25 cents; Cuba, 20

 cents; Colgmbia, 14 cents; Mexico, 13

cents; Costa Rica, 11 cents; Bolivia, 9
cents; Chile, 6 cents; Ecuador and the
Dominican Republic, 5 cents each. From
$1.33 to 5 United States cents—a nickel, a
package of chewing gum—so goes the
scale of hourly wages, unevenly distrib-
uted among similar workers of our hemi-
sphere. The data-show, not what the
workers of the hemisphere comparatively
earn, but what they buy with what they
earn.

Let us consider only some of the es-
sential items of food, such as bread, beef,
milk, eggs, and sugar. In the United
States the average worker earns, per
hour, enough to buy 7.8 kilos of bread,
while an hour’s work by a Canadian
worker in substantially the same occu-
pation earns enough to buy only 4.3 kilos
of bread; by an Argentinean, 3.2; Uru-
guayan, 2.9; a Cuban, 1.7; a Chilean, 14;
a Mexican, 1.1; a Colombian, 1.0; a Costa
Rican, 0.9; a Dominican, 0.5; an Ecua-
dorian, 0.4; and Bolivian, 0.3. Thus, to
take the two exiremes conly, a United
States worker is paid, in bread, some 20
times as much as his fellow worker in
Bolivia. In terms of beef, the situation
is as follows:

United States, 2 kilos; Canada, 1.1;
Argentina, 1.6; Urugusy, 2; Mexico, 0.6;
Colombia, 0.3; Chile, Ecuador, Bolivia,
0.2 each; Dominican Republic, 0.1. That
is to say, United States workers are paid,
in terms of beef, 10 times more than some
of their fellow workers in Latin America.

In milk, Unitad States workers’ pay is
good for more than 12 times the amount
that can be purchased by their Latin-
American brethers,

In sugar, the situation is still favorable
to the United States workers. They can
buy with their wages 30 times as much
sugar as, for instance, the workers of the
Dominican Republic. It is sad fo say
that even in Cuba, which exports sugar
in large amounts, workers can purchase
only one-fifth of the amount which
United States workers can buy with their
wages. Finally, in terms of eggs, the
hourly wage of the United States worker
allows him to buy 53.4; Canada, 21.5;
Argentina, 24.4: Uruguay, 16.6; Colom-
bia, 8; Mexico, 7.5; Costa Rica, 6.4; Chile,
4.5; Ecuador, 3.3; Bolivia, 2.9; and the
Dominican Republie, 2.4,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr., REED of New York, Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. CarRLSON].

Mr, CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Chair-
man, the objective of H, R. 171 is to make
feed available for our livestock producers
in greater quantities and at lower prices.
This is a worthy objective at a time when
our livestock, dairy, and poultry pro-
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ducers find it most difficult to secure a
sufficient quantity of feed for maximum
food production.

Personally, I am as interested in secur-
ing maximum food production as those
who favor this bill, A study of this reso-
lution, plus several conferences with of-
ficials in the departments charged with
the responsibility of purchasing feed
grains from foreign countries, convinces
me that the approval of this resolution
would impair present satisfactory impor-
tations.

The approval of this resolution would—

First. Set a most dangerous precedent
by removing tariff on wheat, oats, bar-
ley, hay, flax, and cottonseed.

Second. It would not make available
greater supplies of feed grains.

Third. The Federal Treasury would be
forced to pay large sums of money in the
form of equalization fees to the Cana-
dian Wheat Board.

Fourth. It would add another type of
wheat and other grains to the regular
trade. At present we have feed wheat
and regular wheat. Now we would add
regular imported wheat for feed.

Fifth. It would remove the tariff pro-
tection that farmers, laborers, and in-
dustry must have if we are to carry our
national debt and present tax burden in
order to assist our allies and our own
Nation in the full prosecution of the war.

I do not impugn the motive of those
who favor this legislation—in fact, I fully
understand their concern. This proposed
resolution will not help the American
livestock, dairy, and poultry producers.
It will, however, be a financial boon to
the Canadian farmer. It will set a dan-
gercus precedent by removing the tariff
on wheat, oats, barley, rye, flax, hay, and
cottonseed. This bill does not apply to
Canada alone. It removes all tariffs and
duties on the commodities listed and
places the American farmer in competi-
tion with the farmers of every nation in
the world that produces these crops. I
cannot believe the sponsors of this legis-
lation would favor the enaciment of a
bill that would place the American wheat
grower in direct competition with the
wheat producers of Argentina, Canada,
and Australia, or that would place the
American farmer who produces oats, bar-
ley, and rye in competition with the
farmers of every other country that pro-
duces these grains.

During the past 2 years our Govern-
ment has used incentive payments Lo
secure additional acreage of flax; now it
is proposed that we remove the tariff from
flax, and these farmers who have received
Government aid for flax production will
be placed in competition with the world.
We would remove the tariff from cotton-
seed and tell the farmers of the South
that they must now meet the competition
of the cottonseed producers of Mexico,
Brazil, Argentina, and Uruguay.

Let us not be carried away by emo-
tional appeal., Let us analyze this bill,
We have a real shortage of butter, milk,
cheese, and other dairy products. Would
it not be as reasonable to suggest that we
remove the tariffs on these products?
We could use more dairy products. Iam
sure the sponsors of this legislation would
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oppose most vigorously the removal of the
tariff protection on those commodities.
More than that, I would help them in
their opposition to protect the farmers
and dairymen from the direct competi-
tion of dairy producers in every country
in the world. If we believe in this pol-
icy, then why neot remove all tariffs and
let the farmers, laborers, and industry
compete with these same groups in every
nation?

Personally, I want to retain our Ameri-
can standard of living for the American
people. Our citizens are assuming a na-
tional debt which may reach $300,000,-
000,000; they are carrying a tax load that
approximates one-third of our national
income in order that we can-aid other
nations fighting with us to save the world
from dictatorship and despotic rule.
Does. anyone believe we could carry the
present tax burden on the income of the
farmers with the cheap lands and the
peon labor of foreign countries? It is a
dangerous step to take.

I stated the approval of this bill would
not be of assistance to the livestock,
dairy, and poultry producers of the Na-
tion. On April 13, 1942, the President,
by Presidential proclamation, amended
the import guotas of grain so as to per-
mit the entry of additional imports
which might be used for distress pur-
poses resulting from war developments.
On April 29, 1943, the quota regulations
were amended to permit imports by the
War Food Administrator or his desig-
nated representative. Today the Com-
modity Credit Corporation is actively
purchasing and importing every item
specified in this bill. They have suffi-
cient funds and an effective organization
to make these purchases. The tariff is
no factor. Importations are limited
only by the quantity of grain available
and transportation. Despite the trans-
portation problem we have imported
enormou. quantities of grain during the
past few months. We purchased and
imported over 100,000,000 bushels of oats
and barley from Canada during the 12-
month period, ending July 31, 1943.
Barley has also come in from Argentina.
Fifty-four million bushels of wheat have
been purchased in Canada and delivered
in: the United States. Options have
been secured on 6,000,000 bushels of Ca-
nadian wheat which is now being deliv-
ered. Arrangements are being made to
import 150,000,000 bushels of wheat from
Canada during the period from October
1, 1943, to October 1, 1944, In addition
to these purchases of wheat from Can-
ada, we have received about 2,000,000
bushels of wheat from Argentina. They
are producing a record crop of wheat
and unlimited quantities can be secured
in that nation. These large importa-
tions prove that the tariff is no obstacle
to the movement of this grain needed
for distress purposes.

We have imported 5,000,000 bushels of
rye, large shipments of hay, and arrange-
ments are being made to purchase Can-
ada’s surplus flax of about 10,000,000
bushels,

Cottonseed is now being imported
from Mezxico, Argentina, Brazil, and
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Uruguay. The tariff of $¢6 per ton has
no effect on the amount being brought in.

I stated that the approval of this bill
would be a financial boon to the farmers
of Canada. The Canadian Government
has authorized the collection of an
equalization fee which removes any price
spread between Canadian prices and the
United States prices on grain at United
States ports. For instance, in September
barley was sold at Buffalo, N. Y., at $1.19
per bushel. The Canadian ceiling price
for barley was 59 cents per bushel. You
add 6 cents per bushel freight and 15
cents per bushel duty, which makes a
total of 80 cents per bushel at Buffalo.
The Canadian Government added an
equalization fee of 39 cents per bushel,
or sold this Canadian barley at Bufialo
for $1.19 per bushel. The money ac-
cumulated by this equalization fee is dis-
tributed among the farmers of western
Canada. As our Government sells Ca-
nadian wheat for feed at corn parity
prices, the Government would sustain an
additional loss if the present tariff of 42
cents were added to the Canadian price
as an equalization fee. The livestock
producers, dairymen, and the poultry
raisers would not receive their feed at a
lower cost. The taxpayer would be
forced to make up this difference, and
the only one to benefit would be the
Canadian farmer—or the farmer of any
country that might take advantage of
the same system. In other words, our
Government would be sending equaliza-
tion-fee checks to the farmers of Canada.
When there is no gain for our own pro-
ducers, why should we assume this addi-
tional financial burden?

The practical thing to do is to defeat
this bill, Furnish the War Food Admin-
istration and the Commodity Credit
Corporation with sufficient funds and
personnel to purchase the grains needed
under existing law.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr, Chair-
man, I ask for 2 more minutes.

Mr. REED of New York. I do not have
the time to yield. I wish I had, butI am
SOITY.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Westl.

Mr. WEST. Mr. Chairman, I think
my friend from Kansas [Mr. CarLsoN]
made a mistake a few moments ago
when he said that the cost of admin-
istration would be so much. To save me,
I cannot see where there would be any
cost to the Government for administra-
tion. The bill merely provides that if
you desire to go into Canada and into
Mexico and buy feed, you have the right
to do it. There is nothing compulsory
about it. There is no cost to the Govern-
ment, not even a b5-cent charge. It
merely waives the duty on it when you
bring it in. Customs officers are already
on duty at these porits of entry. They
are paid a monthly salary and they are
on duty so many hours out of the day.
There is no cost attached to it.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Will the
gentleman yield just for a correction?

Mr, WEST. I yield.
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Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. The
gentleman from Texas misunderstood,
I think, equalization fee for administra-
tion charges. The administration will
not amount to anything, but the equal-
ization fee may and will.

Mr, WEST. If I need the feed badly
enough to feed some of my starving cat-
tle and want to pay that equalization fee,
I see no objection to it. To give you an
illustration, last spring in a section of
my district, west San Antonio, where they
raise a lot of sheep, we had one of the
worst droughts we had in 50 years. It
was the lambing season. There was
absolutely no feed available for the ewes.
There was no cottonseed cake and meal
which is necessary to feed them at that
period in order for them to give milk.
There was plenty of feed available across
the river in Mexico, cottonseed cake
and meal. We took it up with the O. P. A.
The ceiling price of the O. P, A. was $50
a ton, Cottonseed cake and meal in
Mexico was $50 a ton. The duty was
four or five dollars a ton. We took it up
with the O. P. A. and asked them to let
ranchers go into Mexico and buy feed
and pay the duty. They said, “No, you
cannot do that because it will cost above
the ceiling price of $50.”

As a consequence those ranchers in
that section lost about 80 percent of the
lamb crop. The increased cost per day
would have been from 1 to 2 cents
per ewe. Instead of Iletting those
ranchers do that they refused to do so,
and, as I say, the result was that we lost
about 80 percent of the lamb crop.

There is nothing compulsory about the
bill. If you are engaged in the cattle
business or in the dairy business and need
feed and it is accessible, you can cross the
border and buy it and bring it back.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, WEST. I yield.

Mr, O'CONNOR. The gentleman is
making a very interesting statement, but
if this bill is passed there would not be
anything to prevent the importation,
without any limitation at all, of all of
these grains that are mentioned in the
bill, by the dealers in those foreign coun-
tries. It would not be a question of the
consumer here or the fellow who wanted
to use it, but the bars would be down for
the fellow engaged in that business,
dealing in those grains, to dump them
in this country.

Mr. WEST. The gentleman will re-
member the bill is limited to 90 days.

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is correct.

Mr, WEST. It is my understanding
that now there is a black market in
cottonseed meal and cake, which nor-
mally sells for around $50. It is now
bringing around $90 in the black market.
It is strictly and purely a war-emergency
measure,

Mr. O'CONNOR. May I suggest this:
In my own State we have a tremendous
surplus of wheat. As a matter of fact,
we cannot market it. We do not have
storage facilities for the wheat we have,
and if we open the doors to Canada to
dump it in the United States, we are just
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increasing the difficulties that the farm-
ers now find themselves in with reference
to this surplus of wheat,

Mr. WEST. Why is it you cannot sell
it, with such a terrific shortage?

Mr. O'CONNOR. We have no trans-
portation facilities, in the first place.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. West] has
expired.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I
vield the gentleman 5 additional
minutes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I have a letter show-
ing that unless you are close to where
there is an elevator you cannot get your
wheat in in time to unload it, and in many
instances they have to unload it on the
ground, because they have not sufficient
transportation facilities to take the wheat
out of storage and put it cn the market.

Mr. WEST, Does not the gentleman
think that one fact would prohibit the
large importation of feeds from a foreign
country?

Mr. O'CONNOR. But there is danger.
I am in sympathy with the object of this
bill, as far as that is concerned, but I am
fearful what will happen to the man who
is raising wheat, upon whem we have to
depend to pay the tax bill.

Mr. WEST. I think your statement
that there is such a limitation on trans-
portation is a safeguard against that hap-
pening,

Mr. O'CONNOR. Then the condition
about storage facilities is another situa-
tion that we cannot solve.

Mr. WEST. That is another reason
why they will not flood the market in this
country.

Mr. O'CONNOR. We cannot get any
lumber to build granaries. We cannot
get priorities for the lumber.

Mr, WEST. And that would apply to
the man who wanted to import it in large
quantities, just as well,

Mr. O'CONNOR. I do not know what
he would do with it, if he brought it in.

Mr. WEST. So you have nothing to
fear on those two scores.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WEST. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The trouble in
Montana is that there are no railroad
facilities. Imean there are not sufficient
cars to move the concentrated grains
ifrom the elevators, thereby making room
in the storage elevators for grain to come
in from the farms? Isthat the difficulty?

Mr, O'CONNOR. That is part of the
difficulty.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What other diffi-
culty could there he? Lel us see if this
trouble lies with the Office of Defense
Transportation or does it lie with some
other part of the Government.

Mr. O'CONNOR. There are several
factors involved. There is the transporta-
tion problem.  There is the lack of stor-
age facilities which the farmers do not
have, because they have not been able to
get priorities for lumber to build gran-
aries, and lack of elevator storage,

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the farmer has
the grain ready to move to the elevator,
and the Office of Defense Transportation
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will furnish the cars to move it from the
elevator, then that straightens the whole
line. Now, what is the trouble?

Mr. O'CONNOR. Well, we cannot get
cars. You have no place to unload the
wheat until you get the cars. Conse-
quently, when the farmers take the
wheat to town, they have to haul it back
or dump it on the ground.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, that is an
O.D. T. job. Let them get the cars.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Isimply want to call
attention to the situation we have there.
We have plenty of wheat in Montana if
we could get it moved.

Mr. WEST. Does not the gentleman
think the big dealer would have the same
trouble that your farmer has, and as a
consequence, there would not be any
large importation? We along the border
when we have dry spells could take our
trucks, go into Mexico, get a truckload
of feed and save our livestock.

Mr, O'CONNOR. The gentleman has
instanced some very fine cases, but sup-
pose the dealers on the other side of the
line, over in Canada, put the stuff into
this country? What are we going to do
with it?

Mr. WEST. They would be faced with
identically the same transportation
problems we have. I believe the gentle-
man-is just trying to scare up a bugaboo.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I am concerned. I
am trying to look at it from the point of
view of those who are going to have to
pay the tax bill in this country,

Mr, WEST. We are trying to protect
the livestock in this country if we can.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WEST. I yield.

Mr., SMITH of Virginia. This ques-
tion may have been answered before I
came into the Chamber, and if it has
been I ask the gentleman's pardon, but
I notice this bill makes no provision for
the importation of corn. In my country
corn is a very scarce article cf feed. I
am wondering why corn is not included.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WEST. I yield.

Mr, COOPER. That question has
been raised and was discussed here
rather generally before the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia came
in. The information given us was that
no corn is available to be brought in and
will not be available until the South
American crop is ready, and that will
not be ready until after the 90 days have
expired.

Mr, WEST. I hope that answers the
gentleman's question.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WEST. I yield to my distin-
guished chairman.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Isitnota fact that
anything at this time that helps the
livestock industry and the poultry in-
dustry and the dairy industry helps the
people of the entire country?

Mr, WEST. The gentleman from
North Carolina is absolutely right. That
is the situation that needs correcting.

Chairman,
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman ~
from Iowa [Mr. GILCHRIST].

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my own remarks and to include
therein some tables I have prepared.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary
for the gentleman to get permission in
the House to insert extraneous matter.

The gentleman may have permission to
revise and extend his own remarks if
there is no objection.

There was no objection. :

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, this
bill is a tariff bill, to take tarifis off of
agricultural products. Both parties are
for tariffs at the present time; they have
declared so in their platforms and in
their votes on this floor. This bill is not
a protective-tariff bill, for it injures those
who raise these products and does not
protect them from foreign importation
but encourages foreig.: imports duty free.
It is not a reciprocal trade tariff, for we
get nothing by way of reciprocity from
Canada, Mexico, or whatever country
the imported article may come from.
Therefore anyone who believes in the
tariff principle or in the reciprocal trade
principle cannot support this bill con-
sistently.

For many years, fifty, sixty, or a hun-
dred, the farmers of the Middle West,
and esnecially those in Iowa, have sup-
ported custom duties commonly called
tariffis. During these days it was argued
that when you have a thing on an export
basis the tariff on that thing does no
good; that is to say, if the country was
an exporter of corn there was no use of
a tariff on corn and such tariff was in-
operative. That kind of argument pre-
vailed for many, many years. Finally
both parties agreed on an agricultural
tariff. They put = tariff on corn of 25
cents in 1930. It has done much good,
for very little corn is exported.

The very folks who have always wanted
tariffs are against them now insofar as
they apply to something the farmer
raises; they come in now and desert the
tariff principle. They desert it now.
That is what this bill does. Overnight,
just because these deserters say there is
some shortage in feeds, they think we
ought to import, free of duty, the feeds
they wish to buy. This will cut sho 't
the profits which the farmers should get.
It is all right for us to vote tariff protee-
tion on the things they raise or preduce
or manufacture, but it is all wrong for
the farmer to get this same protection.

Let us look for a moment at the figures
that were given out the other day and
came to our desks yesterday from the
Department of Agriculture, and issued
in October of this year. This shows that
the stocks of wheat on farms in this
country in the month of October were
higher than the 10-year average from
1932 to 1941, much higheir. The 10-year
average was 81.6 percent higher than
then, but at the present time, 1943, it is
81.9 percent higher. The quantity of
wheat is in the same condition. The
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stocks of wheat on the farms in October
were about 57 percent higher than the
10-year average, as shown by this pam-
phlet here. The 1942 crop is not a fair
crop by which to measure because it
was an unprecedented crop. You can go
on down through the rest of the grains.
Let us take oats: There is a 14-percent
increase in the stock of oats on farms.
The old wheat in the internal mills and
elevators and warehouses this year is
much more than it was during the period
from 1935 to 1941.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentieman yield?

Mr. GILCHRIST. My time has ahout
expired.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will not the gentle-
man yield for one brief question?

Mr, GILCHRIST. I yield briefly.

Mr., O'CONNOR. Is there any short-
age of any of the commodities men-
tioned in this bill in this country today?

Mr. GILCHRIST. It is not so stated
in the articles and publications of the
Department of Agriculture.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Then it is a question
of price.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Oh, it is just a
question of price. People who have
profited by the tariff all these years now
see a chance to make money if they can
escape paying tariff duties on what the
farmers produce. They want to import
from Argentina or Canada duty-free.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. DOUGHTON, Mr, Chairman, I
yield 6 minutes to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. MURRAY].

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I also yield the gentleman 5 min-
utes.

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.

Chairman, in order to keep the record
straight and to keep everybody on the
beam I would like to correct our good
riend and colleague from Kansas [Mr.
CarLsoN], because if you heard his state-
ment the way I did you might infer that
all this feed is coming in at the present
time without any duty on it. I am sure
it is the wheat feed that is coming in
without duty.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, I yield
to the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas, I think the
gentleman states my position correctly.
All this feed can be brought in duty free
under the President’s proclamation.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Yes;
maybe it could, but it is not being brought
in by this governmental agency. If it
is the position of any individual or any
group that the Government should be
the only one in business, if that is their
position, and up to this time I have never
heard anyone stand up here on the floor
and criticize what is taking place at the
present time with this feed coming
through one governmental agency, they
surely have a right to take that position.

I happen to be one who believes that
the farm cooperatives, the feed dealers,
the individual farmers themselves are
entitled to the same consideration in the
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markets of this country as is any Gov-
ernment agency. A lot of the pressure
and a’' lot of the criticism against the
Commodity Credit Corporation could
have been and would have been avoided
if these private farm cooperatives and
feed dealers and individuals had had
the same opportunities that have been
accorded to our governmental agency.
Of course, that is not the fundamental
reason why we should pass this bill.
That is incidental to it. I am willing to
subscribe to a program that the Govern-
ment shall handle all of it if I thought-
the Government could do it better than
having it handled in any other way, but
I do not subscribe to that position. As
far as the gentleman from Kansas is
concerned, it is not necessary for him to

‘take this floor, or for anyone else, and

state what my position is, but in case he
should take it upon himself to attack my
position in reference to a duty on dairy
products, a pretty good way to find out
would be to introduce a resolution and
he would not have to work on it so many
months because it would be referred to
his committee. In that way he can find
out whether I am interested in trying to
furnish the food to win the war or I am
just trying to look after the people in my
particular district and Stafe.

Mr, CARLSON of Kansas. Will the,
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield
to the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. If I at any
time inferred that the gentleman had
stated taking all tariffs off of all prod-
ucts, I want to remove that doubt. I say
that, if an effort were made to amend
this bill to include dairy products, I
would be very glad to help him.

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, as far as the gentleman from
Towa [Mr, GincHrisT] is concerned, I
realize I am in a very embarrassing posi-
tion today. I think a lot of the gentle-
man. If all this feed is in storage in this
country that he says there is, why is it
that no one can get to it? What do we
hear every day in this House? Now, let
us analyze this thing, and I am not going
to give a lot of information about these
imports. I keep pretty close track of
them. You and I know they are not sup-
posed to be given to the public. Do you
realize how much of these feeds is going
into commercial channels today that
never did in normal times? Under nor-
mal times, 55 percent of the commercial
corn comes from Iowa and Illinois. What
percentage of the corn for commercial
and not livestock-feed purposes do you
think Jowa and Illinois are now called
upon to furnish? What is the amount of
wheat going into alcohol and the amount
of corn going into alcohol? What is sup-
plying the market for the former im-
ports of the material to provide tapioca
pudding? Just think of the demand
there is for these foods. You cannot
think of this in terms of some past years’
accumulation; you must think of it in
terms of our commitments and of our ex-
pended use of these grain products at
this particular time,
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois.
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin.
to the gentlewoman.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gen=
tleman mentioned something about the
question why dairy products were not
included. Why did he not include dairy
products? There is a shortage.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. The gen-
tlewoman wants to know why I did nof
include dairy products?

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. That was
not the point under consideration.
bul]\ﬁss SUMNER of Illinois. It is in this

Mr, MURRAY of Wisconsin. We pro-
duced more milk in the past year than
ever before in the history of the country,
except the year previous. Our commit«
ments are not for grains. Our commit-
ments of a foreign nature are for live-
stock products. The production of live-
stock and livestock products is what is
giving us the trouble. That is where we
are going to have our trouble and that is
where our commitments are for lend-
lease and to foreign sources.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gentle-
man would not say there is a shortage of
dairy products in this country?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. No; I do
not think there is a shortage when it is
the second biggest production in history.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Why did
not the gentleman include them?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. The sec-
ond greatest production of dairy products
occurred in 1943, exceeded only by 1942,
In this last month they jumped up to
27,000,000 pounds of powdered milk.
There are increasing commitments and
demands. Every pound of that powdered
milk is going to the armed forces of this
country scattered all over the world. If
we do not provide the feed, the commit-
ments will of necessity have to be cur-
tailed. In addition, we will have to fur=
ther limit the consumption of livestock
products in our own country, too. We are
naturally going to be shorter and shorter
of dairy products, and we must have the
feed in order to produce these products
anywhere near our needs.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Why is the
gentleman coming here with a bill that
favors the dairymen and that does not
provide for importing dairy produects,
when people are hungry for milk and
dairy products?

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin. I am
sure the gentlewoman would be fair-
minded enough to be for dairy products
when she realizes that the dairy cow is
the most efficient farm animal you can
feed to, that she will produce three to
four times as much human food as would
be produced if the feed was fed to some
other animals. I am not defending the
dairy industry any more than to say,
that the product that is needed in the
war effort today is dairy products.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. That is
what I say. Why do you not let us sup-
port it?

Mr. REED of New York. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, I yield
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. REED of New York. We are com-
mitted to sending a quart of milk to
every person in the world, and we are
sending our products abroad. That is
one reason why we are short of many
things. We must produce more not only
for ourselves but for many countries
abroad.

Mr., MURRAY of Wisconsin. I thank
the gentleman. As far as Canada is con-
cerned, its supply of hogs and dairy
products that are exportable would be
insignificant as far as coming into this
country is concerned at this time and
in the face of the world needs.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. We arz not
doing this just for the benefit of Canada,
I hope.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., I yield
to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. JENSEN. I should like to have
one thing straightened out, and I think
a lot of other Members of the House
would, too. It is conceded that if the
amount of grain we have in this country
now were properly distributed we would
have a sufficiency for everybody. Is not
that a fact?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I do not
subscribe to that, because there are in-
dustrial uses of grain this year that I
do not believe the average one of us takes
into consideration.

Mr. JENSEN. The record showed
there was sufficient.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. The rec-
ord showed what happened to be on
hand, but the record did not show the
commitments.

Mr. JENSEN. The commitments are
about the same as they were.

- Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, I beg the
gentleman’'s pardon. We had better
look abroad and see what the commit-
ments are. The commitments on some
of these products are 100 percent for
lease-lend and for the armed forces.
They are taking nearly 100 percent of
some commodities, like powdered eggs, of
our country today.

Mr. JENSEN. That may be, but the
fact still remains that we have a bumper
crop this year of almost all products.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. And a
superabundant demand,

Mr. JENSEN. I do not know whether
I would say superabundant demand or
not. We have had a big demand for 3
years and we still have a big surplus in
the granaries and on the farms.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Our
shock pile has just gradually gone down.
I will not say it has disappeared, but it
has disappeared pretty much. If the
gentleman will look up the figures as to
the Western Hemisphere, he will find
that if we end up this year with 300,000,-
000 bushels of wheat we may be fortu-
nate. I am pretty sure that we would
all be pretty well pleased if we could
know that we will have that much wheat
left on hand on July 1, 1944,

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr, HINSHAW. I have been wonder-
ing why the gentleman does not put corn
on this list. After all is said and done,
the west coast has a great need for corn
and we cannot get it. ,The only place we
can get it is a place that is not cooperat-
ing very well with the United Nations,
namely, Argentina. Nevertheless, we
are in terrific need of corn for pouliry
feeding and cattle feeding on the west
coast. Why is not that on this list?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. It has
been brought out a couple of times on
the floor that there is not any corn avail-
able to be shipped in during this 80 days.

Mr. HINSHAW. Does the gentleman
mean from Argentina?

Mr, MURRAY of Wisconsin. I did not
mention any country. If it were avail-
able anywhere in the world to be brought
in, I am sure there is not a fair-minded
person on this floor who would not be
willing to include corn in that list.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. MTr. Chair-
man, every Member in this House is in
sympathy with what this resolution
wants to do—namely, bring more feed to
the areas where there is a shortage. I
want to point out, however, that this
cannot be done by the mere passage of a
resolution. The passing of a resolution
does not produce crops.

It has been pointed out on the floor of
the House this afternoon that the Com-
modity Credit Corporation under Presi-
dential directive is now bringing into this
country all the feeds that are available
and which can be transported. If this
resolution is passed it will simply mean
that we are subsidizing other countries
and it may well cost the United States
Treasury and the people $50,000,000. It
will, at the same time, not bring more
feed into the country.

I wish to point out that this country
produced in excess of 3,000,000,000 bush-
els of corn last year. This is the second
largest crop in the history of this country.
There are two difficulties in-the present
distribution of the feed supplies in this
country. The first is transportation, the
second is the price. Transportation fa-
cilities have been lacking. It has been
more profitable to feed corn and wheat
to hogs than to send the corn to market.

It seems to me that the whole thing
finally boils down to the fact that there
has been a bungling by the Federal agen-
cies, namely, the Office of Defense Trans-
portation, the Office of Price Administra-
tion, and the War Food Administration
in that they have produced a confusion
by their many useless and conflicting reg-
ulations, It becomes more and more ap-
parent that the difficulties in the produc-
tion and distribution of food would be
solved if there was one Federal agency in
entire control over all the phases of pro-
duction, processing, selling, and trans-
portation of food.

It is impossible for the farmers of this
country to proceed with confidence under
the present confusing and conflicting
regulations,
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It has been but a few months ago
that the War Food Administration was
urging the farmers to produce more hogs
and then before these hogs were hardly
ready for market the ery went out, you
have raised too many, cut down the
hogs. The War Food Administration in
announcing their new program is asking
for a reducfion in the number of live-
stock raised on the farms. Yet we have
another segment of the population cry-
ing out that there isn’t enough food to
go around. You hear the charge that
the feeders of cattle are getting too much
money. I want the REecorp to show at
this point something about the price of
cattle as it has existed in the past. To-
day, in Omaha, Nebr., top cattle must
sell for $15.60 per hundred. A few
months ago they were selling for $17.40,
in 1942 the top was $17.20. In 1937 it
was $19.20, in 1928, $18 a hundred, and
in 1927 it was $17.75. I want to point
out that the cost of producing and feed-
ing these cattle has greatly inecreased.
The producer and feeder of livestock to-
day is getting far less than he got in the
last several years.

Just last year the farmers were being
penalized for raising too much wheat.
It was necessary for me to pay a penalty
of $178 before I could even sell my wheat
or feed it to the livestock on the farm.
Just what kind of a policy does this ad-
ministration have toward the agricul-
ture interests in this country? It seems
to me, Mr. Chairman, there are many in-
terests in Washington that ought to
have the farmers’ interest at heart in-
stead of actually being antagonistic,

It has been said that in the beginning
of a war the three following things are
paramount and in this order: The mili-
tary, transportation, and food. After a
war has proceeded for several years the
order is reversed in importance—namely,
food, transportation, and then the mili-
tary. We have reached the place in this
country where food may well be more
important than bullets, planes, or battle-
ships. I would suggest to the consum-
ing East which needs food that it pays
some attention to the needs of agricul-
ture and sees that the hard-wor-ing
farmer receives a reasonable profit for his
labors and the things he raises. It might
go quite a ways toward producing suf-
ficient food for the consuming sections
of the country.

It would seem to me, Mr. Chairman,
that this resolution is not necessary.
While it only purports to let down the
barriers for 90 days it might well be for
90 weeks or for all time to come. The
problem is now being adequately handled
by the Commodity Credit Corporation
without the payment of a huge sum of
money as will certainly be required un-
der this bill. Let the various Federal and
bureaucratic agencies handling food be
united under one head and the grain
produced in this country will receive
adequate and prompt distribution, then
the need for this resolution need not
exist.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 215 minutes to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr, HuLLl,
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Mr, HULL. Mr. Chairman, I believe
this emergency measure should be
passed. Out in the Middle West, except
in one or two States, we are very short
of feedstuffs. There was a feed dealers’
convention here the other day. At that
convention we were informed that only
2,300 tons of protein feed were at present
available for the 2,500,000 dairy cows in
Wisconsin. That condition exists not
only in Wisconsin but in many other
States from there to the Atlantic coast.

I do not know how much feed might
be brought in under the provisions of
this resolution, but if it will help that
situation, certainly it would do a lot of
good.

The matter of precedent has been
mentioned here. It calls to my mind the
incident of about a year ago, when a
British and American syndicate pur-
chased some 200,000,000 pounds of coco-
nut oil in foreign countries for shipment
to this country. There was a 2-cent
excise tax on coconut oil coming into
this country. The big soap companies
had a large lobby which came before
Congress and before the Committee on
Ways and Means, of which my esteemed
friend from Kansas is a member, to rec-
ommend a resolution striking off that
excise tax of 2 cents a pound, in order
that the Government might have the
glycerin which could be produced from
oil. There were about 13,000,000 pounds
of glycerin in that oil which was used
for munitions, On the other hand, we
presented to the syndicate and soap
companies that got the remaining 187,-
000,000 pounds of the imported oil ap-
proximately three and three-quarter
millions of dollars by way of lessened
taxes. It was a subsidy for the importa-
tion of that oil. We did that for the soap
makers. Is it not about time to do some-
thing to relieve the farmers who have
stock they are shipping to market which
is not in a proper condition to be sold?
For instance, in Milwaukee, the other
day, they were selling feeder pigs weigh-
ing 100 pounds for only $8 a pig. The
St. Paul livestock market has been so
erowded with hogs, many not fitted for
the market by proper feeding, they finally
put an embargo on shipments. That
is a part of the situation as to feed in
the Northwest. Dairy cattle are in need
of more feedstuffs and the same is true
of hogs and poultry. I feel that the pas-
sage of this resolution might aid that
situation somewhat. Iam in favor of it,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

All time has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That notwithstanding the
provisions of the Tariff Act of 1830, the fol-
lowing, when imported into the United
States from foreign countries, and when en-
tered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption, during the period of 80 days be-
ginning with the day following the date of
enactment of this joint resolution, to be used
&s, or as a constituent part of, feed for live-
stock and poultry, shall be exempt from duty:
Wheat, oats, barley, rye, flax, or hay, or prod-
ucts in chief value of one or more of the
forepoing or derivatives thereof, As used
in this joint resolution, the term *“United
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States” means the several States and the
District of Columbia,

Sec. 2. The exemptions from duties pro-
vided for by this jJoint resolution shall be
subject to compliance with regulations to be
prescribed by the SBecretary of the Treasury.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 2, line 1, after “flax”, insert “cot-
tonseed.” .

On page 2, line 5, strike out “and the Dis-
trict of Columbia” and insert *the District
of Columbia, the Territories, Puerto Rico, and
the Virgin Islands.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment, which I have sent to the
desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Hare: On page
2, line 2, after the word “cottonseed”, add the
word “corn.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Maine is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his amendment.

Mr. HALE. Mr, Chairman, there has
already been some discussion about the
insertion of the word “corn.” Whether
any supplies of corn are immediately
available or not, it seems to me highly
desirable to have corn embodied in this
resolution. It is conceivable, at least,
it seems to me that Argentine corn
might be available within a period of
90 days from the time this resolution
becomes effective; and even if not, the
resolution might be further extended.
It certainly can do no harm to have corn
in the resolution. The need for corn
for poultry feed all over the country is
very great, as has been evidenced by the
questions asked on the floor this morn-
ing and the interest in the subject
evinced by the various Members. I sin-
cerely hope my amendment will be
adopted.

Mr. JENSEN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HALE. I yield.

Mr., JENSEN. Will the gentleman
also include clothing, for instance?
That is a necessity. Let us make it all-
inclusive and take down the bars on
potatoes also. Let us do the whole thing
up brown here.

Mr. HALE. Answering the gentle-
man’s question, I thought this was a
resolution with relation to livestock and
poultry feed. In my district the poul-
try do not eat clothing.

Mr. DOUGHTON. The committee
has no objection to the amendment. I
do not think it can do any good or do
any harm. There is no objection to the
amendment so far as the committee is
concerned.

Chairman, I rise in support of the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes,

Mr. 'EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Chairman, I have been told by dairy
authorities in my district if this resolu-
tion is passed without the corn clause and
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simply with the wheat for dairy feed,
there is not going to be a drop in-the
bucket in comparison to what we need,
I have been trying to get corn for up-
state New York for the past several
months. I sincerely hope that the House
will add corn to this amendment.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., I yield.

Mr. REES of Eansas. Where does the
gentleman expect to get this corn during
the 90-day period?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I do not
know where we are going to gef it, but
I have been trying for 6 months to get it
and there has not been any satisfaction
given, either from the Middle West or
anywhere else. I think it is high time
this House did something to try to get
corn, so that the people in New York
City and every other metropolitan dis-
trict will have enough milk and enough
dairy products this next year. I will say
to the House that the situation at the
present time in the Northeast has be-
come so serious that a great deal of the
shortage will never be able to be made up.
This resolution is not going to solve all
our problems we are facing. But I am
for it, because at least this is going to
cure some of the ills that are prevalent
in the Northeast. I hope that the
amendment to add corn to the list of
products named in the bill will be agreed
to and I sincerely hope that the resolu-
tion itself will be agreed to.

There has been a lot of discussion about
this middle western corn from time to
time. The other day we were all glad to
hear that the O. P. A. -had lifted the ceil-
ing price on corn to'$1.16. I do not think
it is going to be enough. In fact, I think
the next month or two will show that the
new ceiling price on corn has not been
raised sufficiently to bring enough of it
into the Northeast to feed our dairy
herds. I, for one, would have advocated
a higher ceiling price on corn in order to
bring in that corn that we must have in
order to salvage what is left of the dairy
heréls and poultry flocks of the North-
east.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield,

Mr. GILCHRIST. Can you get any
corn from Canada?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. We
cannot get corn from Canada.

Mr, GILCHRIST. Can you get any
corn from Mexico?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. No:
but you can get it brought in from some
of the other countries.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Can you get any
corn from Argentina?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. It is
my understanding that you can.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Are you willing to
pay a tariff on the corn that comes from
Argentina?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL We
will not have to if corn is added to this
resolution.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield.
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Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. In
legislation passed 2 or 3 years ago, we
empowered the Government to take over
any mine or any mill, or any other in-
dustry that was needed in the war effort.
Why should we not do the same thing
with corn?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. The
gentleman is right.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., I yield.

Mr. STEFAN. .I think the gentleman
does not realize that this is a matter of
distribution. We have the corn and we
are trying to get it to you. I think this
amendment will kill the entire resolu-
tion. I think it will be defeated because
it will damage the objective of those of
us who are trying to get you some feed
to feed your milk cows.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I want
to say that the gentleman’s efforts have
been very sincere and very helpful, but
every effort I have brought to this floor
in an attempt to remedy the disastrous
situation my farmers face has met with
nothing but opposition. I will say to the
gentleman ‘that I am for anything that
will bring in the corn and other feed for
our dairy herds and our poultry flocks in
the Northeast. We are facing one of the
most serious conditions that the country
has ever had to face. I appeal not only
in behalf of those farmers who are so
bereft of feed, but I appeal also for the
consumers of the country. Too much
stress is being put on this subsidy ques-
tion. Too much stress is being put on
the proposition of what people will have
to pay for their food. If is not a case
of being able to pay a low price or a
high price, but it is a case of being able
to get any dairy products or food at all,
I say to this House, Mr. Chairman, that
every measure that we bring up here
must be given careful consideration and
I hope this resolution and the amend-
ment will be agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Epwin
ARTHUR HALL] has expired.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, a point
of order, I suggest the absence of a
quorum and I make a point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Nebraska makes the point of order
that a quorum is not present. The Chair
will count.

Mr. BULWINELE. Would the gentle-
man withdraw that until we come to a
vote on this matter and then I will make
a point of no quorum.

Mr, STEFAN. I withdraw the point of
order at the request of my colleague..

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
is withdrawn.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

Mr. BULWINKLE. Ithought the gen-
tleman had withdrawn that. I promised
to make a point of no quorum if there
was not a quorum present when the bill
came up for final vote.
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Mr, STEFAN. I reserve the right to
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man make the point of order that a
quorum is not present?

Mr, STEFAN. I do, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count, [After counting.] One hundred
and twenty-three Members are present,
A quorum. -

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
Disney] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I asked
for this time to address some questions of
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CArRL-
soN]. In his statement a few moments
ago, he suggested one of the chief difii-
culties was the matter of transportation.
I presume from that statement that he
had investigated that question more or
less thoroughly. I believe the gentleman
made this statement, that the Govern-
ment had the money to buy the feed;-that
the feed is available, and that transporta-
tion is one of the serious difficulties. Will
the gentleman elaborate on that to some
extent.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. If the gen-
tleman will yield, I made the statement
that there is feed available to be bought.
The Commeodity Credit Corporation is
buying it, and they have the funds they
need to buy it with.

Mr. DISNEY. Is there sufficient feed
available to be bought?

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. That is cor-
rect.

Mr, DISNEY. Where?

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. In Canada.
We brought in 54,000,000 bushels of
wheat, Since the House committee re-
ported this bill the other day, Canada
stopped selling all kinds of grain, and we
are now bringing in 6,000,000 bushels of
wheat under option.

Beginning October 1, 1943, and extend-
ing to October 1, 1944, we make the ar-
rangement to bring in 150,000,000 bushels
of wheat, and the only reason we do not
get it in in greater quantities is lack of
transportation.

Mr. DISNEY. Is there anything we
can do on the subject of transportation
to expedite the delivery of these feed stuffs
into this country? What can be done on
that line?

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. ' I have dis-
cussed this with the War Food Admin-
istration, with the Commodity Credit
Corporation also, and they tell me they
are doing everything they can to bring
this grain into this country.

Mr, DISNEY. Is there anything the
Congress can do to assist?

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Personally,
I do not think there is. I think they are
doing everything they can. Everyone is
conscious that this is a serious problem;
the departments see it that way and are
trying to work it out. The passage of this
resolution will be of no assistance; I think
rather it may prove to be an embarrass-
ment.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DISNEY. I yield.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Grant-
ing to be true everything the gentleman
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from Kansas says, that they have done
a splendid job in this wheat feed, I am
surprised the gentleman from Kansas
wants to keep that Government agency,
the only one he says that can do it, for
if they have done such a good job with
wheat, why can they not do it with bar-
ley, oats, and other farm crops?

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield? I should
like to answer that.

Mr, DISNEY. 1 yield.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. The Fed-
eral Government has gone into Canada
to buy this grain for feed. Thus we have
it in the hands of one agency. Why does
the gentleman want to send all the feed
dealers up into Canada to compete with
the United States Government and make
the Federal Government pay more for it?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I am
not going to take anything out of the
Federal Treasury.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DISNEY. I yield.

Mr. GROSS. I should like to remind
the gentleman from Kansas that wheat
is not the only feed that is needed right
now. Chickens in my district are dying
because of an overdose of wheat. They
lack corn, which is the essential feed in
the production of poultry and eggs, also
dairy products,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr, Chairman, I wish
to make inquiry of one of the gentlemen
from the corn-producing States: Just
why is it they object to including corn
in this resolution? I do not care who
answers this question but I want to find
the answer, because we need corn on the
west coast.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. Iyield for the answer
to my question.

Mr, MILLER of Nebraska. We have a
record corn crop this year, a 3,000,000,-
000-bushel corn crop, the second largest
crop in the history of the United States.
The corn is not available to the entire
country because of lack of transporta-
tion.

Mr, HINSHAW. I should like to know
why we cannot get it, because we need it
badly on the west coast.

Mr., MILLER of Nebraska. Another
important factor is that of price; they
can get a better price from their corn by
feeding it to hogs than by shipping it to
the west coast.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
think the latter reason is the real one.
I am one of the Representatives of one
of the largest poultry-producing counties
in the United States. I refer to Los An-
geles County, Calif. I believe the census
statistics will bear out my statement.
We are unable to get corn cut there. I
do not know why you fellows are keeping
it, but we cannot get it. We have got to
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have it because we need to maintain our
production of poultry and eggs, both for
the armed forces and for our greatly in-
creased population. Now, let me tell you
fellows in the Middle West something.
About 2 years ago the price of fryer
mash on the coast was $1.70 a hundred.
Now it is up to $3.60 a hundred and we
can hardly get good mash even at that
price. The protein content of that mash
has dropped about 20 percent since corn
was removed as an ingredient. Now, if
you want to keep us from getting that
mash by holding your corn to feed to
hogs, then you are hurting us and your-
selves,

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. I yield to the
gentleman. I want to know the truth.

Mr. HOPE. As far as I am concerned
I have no objection to including corn in
the present bill. I do not think it will
mean that you will get any corn. I do
not believe you are going to get any feed
under this bill even if we pass it. You
will get just as much corn as you will any
other feed. The real reason why you are
not getting any corn on the west coast
has been the matter of the too low price
ceiling on corn. It has kept it on the
farm where grown. The price ceiling
was raised a little on Monday of this week
but I do not think it was raised enough.
We will, however, have an opportunity to
find out whether it was raised enough.

Mr. HINSHAW. There might be one
more way of getting it, and that would be
to drop the ceiling on hogs. If they low-
ered the ceiling on hogs in proportion to
the corn-hog ratio there would not be so
much hoarding of corn to feed to hogs.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, HINSHAW. I yield.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Well, let us lower
the ceiling on hogs to $2.50 a hundred.
That would release plenty of corn.

Mr, HINSHAW, Do not be absurd; I
am not asking anything like that but I
think there is an ineqguality here, either
in a too-low price of corn or a too-high
price of hogs, that should be egualized to
release some of this surplus corn for
other areas of the country that need it
so badly.

Mr. GILCHRIST. It should be used
for something else than feeding hogs.

Mr. HINSHAW. It should indeed.
There is plenty of corn that would be
sold if it were not for the high price you
can get for hogs. :

Mr. GILCHRIST. What does the gen-
tleman think they ought to pay? More
than $3.60 for mash? About $1.20 per
bushel would bring the corn out of Iowa.

Mr, HINSHAW. It seems to me that
the sections raising corn are hurting the
rest of us who have to buy it, while at the
same time they are hurting themselves,

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. It has been
demonstrated that the price of corn is
too low to get the corn off the farm.
Why does the gentleman want to come

—
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in here and put through a bill that will
reduce the price of corn when he already
knows that is the reason he is not getting
the corn?

Mr. HINSHAW. How high is the price
of corn now as compared with 2 years
ago? Answer me that.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gen-
tleman can answer the question. I did
not raise the question.

Mr. ANTON J. JOHNSON. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

Mr. ANTON J. JOHNSON. I am not
going to oppose anything that is put be-
fore us in the form of a need for food to
win the war and sustain our economic
life. I am not going to oppose that, but
I may say in reference to corn that we
have a ceiling price of $13.75 on hogs.
They are talking of lowering that ceiling
price, but there are no points on your
poultry out there in California or in
other sections of the country, although
there are high points on our pork, We
cannot sell the pork.

Mr. HINSHAW. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s viewpoint and believe that ra-
tioning of pork might very well be lifted
entirely until the surplus of pork is used,
but may I tell him that the poultry pro-
duction in the United States, and par-
ticularly in my county, is falling off very
materially. The reason it has dropped
is because we cannot get the feed for one
thing, and the second reason is that the
feed is so high-priced that our producers
cannot afford to feed it to poultry and
beef cattle and sell under the ceilings.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gentle-
man has seen the price raised. He is
told that if he gets this bill he will not
get any more corn. Why does he want
to put himself in a worse shape?

Mr, HINSHAW. Ido notcare somuch
how we get it, but we do want the corn,
and we want it at a fair, reasonable price
and not some fancy price that we may
have to pay for it in due course.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. But just
getting up and saying you want the corn
is not going to get you the corn.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Montana.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I sympathize with
the gentleman’s position, but, remember,
corn is between 25 cents and 30 cents a
bushel higher now than it was a year
ago and it costs the producer of corn 100
percent more to produce it than it did
a year ago.

Mr. HINSHAW. That may be true.

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that, in
my belief, these corn-hog farmers in the
Midwest are cutting their own throats
with the help of the O. P. A. In the first
place the O, P. A. has given them a ceil-
ing price on hogs that is the equivalent
of $1.40 corn. The O. P. A. ceiling on
corn is now $1.16 per bushel, so they are
holding ecorn for hog feed in order to get
the $1.40 value in the form of pork in-
stead of letting the corn be sold to beef
and poultry people at $1.16. The net
result is that so much pork is being raised
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that the corn-heog farmers are now
scared to death for fear the very sur-
plus of pork they have so grown will
break the price of pork. So you hear de-
mands for a support price for pork. They
are beginning to fear that there will be
so much pork that the hogs will even
eat up the corn they want to save to
feed young pigs next year before the
present hog crop can be marketed, so
they now recommend the removal of
point rationing of pork.

That is all right with me, Mr. Chair-
man. I favor temporarily, at least, re-
moving the rationing of pork products,
and beef too because there are more beef
cattle on the ranges unfattened than
stockmen can take care of, In fact the
whole program is “screwy.” In both
cases we should hold the consumer ceiling
prices, but I think that such tremendous
surpluses have been built up by O. P. A.
and other restrictions that the prices will
go down of themselves when these re-
strictions have been removed. As I said,
I would maintain consumer price ceilings
while removing rationing and slaughter
restrictions on pork and beef. If some-
thing like that is not done soon these ani-
mals will eat the farmers and stock
raisers out of feed and forage.

The corn-hog farmers have a virtual
corner on corn. That corner was engi-
neered when the O. P. A. fixed the ceiling
price of pork at higher than the corn-
hog ratio warrants after fixing the ceil=
ing price of corn. Now they have the
corner on corn and a tremendous sur-
plus of pork that they are not allowed to
sell—so they are in a real jam.

But that is not the whole story, Mr.
Chairman. The military services, the
Commodity Credit Corporation, and
other agencies, including the O. P. A.,
have contrived to fill all the storage
warehouses in the country to the point
that shipments of food to warehouses
cannot be unloaded because there is no
storage space left, and so there is a tie-
up of rail traffic. I submit the following
release fromr the Office of Defense Trans-
portation to prove the point:

RAIL TIE-UP FEARED IN OVERCROWDING OF FOOD
STORAGE PLANTS

The Office of Defense Transportation has
prepared a report warning that food storage
plants are so jammed there is the danger that
rail movements will be slowed and that refrig-
erator cars will remain on sidings unable to
unload their cargoes.

Production in food-processing plants al-
ready has been slowed as a result of a short-
age In storage facilities, admitted by the War
Food Administration. =

Defense Transportation Director Joseph B.
Eastman has called the attention of Food
Administrator Marvin Jones and Price Ad-
ministrator Chester Bowles to the situation
and coupled with it a suggestion that some
action be taken by the two agenciés to relieve
the straln on storage facilities.

RATION CUT URGED

0. D). T. storage experts—and presumably
Mr. Eastman himself—privately advocate that
ration values on certain foods be lowered and
that W. F. A. release some of its stored foods
as the quickest means to relieve the jam.

A W, F, A. spckesman admitted that both
cold and dry storage space was very tight,
& condition he attributed to the seasonal
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movement of processed foods for winter stor-
age and to increased hog marketings. The
Government has large inventories of butter
on hand, he said, but this supply now is being
reduced as shipments to Ruszia increase.
Butter pledged to that country under lease-
lend for the next year is sent during winter
months becausz of Russla’s lack of cold stor-
age facilities, he sald.

The spokesman insisted there would be no
whoiesale release of Government-held food
stccks, despite recurrent reports from the
trade. The Food Distribution Administration
is constantly reviewlng requirements of vari-
ous claimants on food stocks, he said, and
when an adjustment can be made, supples
are released for civilians.

INSIST ON BACKLOG

Food cofficials insist on a bhacklog of sup-
plies, including butter, in order to supply the
armed services and lease-lend should their
demands suddenly increase, and also to release
foods when civilian shortages occur.

Since November 1, the F. D, A. has re-
leased from Government stocks the follow-
ing quantities of foods for civilians:

Peaches, 900,000 cases and more expected;
peas, 1,080,000 cases; catsup, 810,000 cases on
November 1 and 990,000 cases today; grape=
fruit juice, 2,400,000 cases; pineapple, 540,000
cases; figs, 77,000 cases; tomatoes, 1,640,000
cages; siring beans, 980,000 cases; dried beans,
100,000 bags of 100 pounds each; raisins, ap-
proximately 800,000 tons by January 1; dried
prunes, ahout 80,000 tons, and currants, 2,800
tons. F. D. A. also is planning to order a
release on canned apples and perhaps canned
pork and beans.

Mr. Chairman, in fact this presents a
periectly ridiculous situation. Everyone
in California knows that the Government
froze and took over the entire fruit pack
this year for scme reason, and now the
Government is releasing hundreds of
thousands of cases. It froze butter and
other things as well, causing extreme
shortages and preventing the action of
any part of the law of supply and de-
mand. Hence pressures against ceilings.
Hence pressures on unrationed items.
Hence reluctance to plant—and withal a
general mess of the food situation. It
is ridiculous in this land of plenty, even
in the midst of war, to so jimmy the
machinery of agricultural production
and distribution that people go without
while farms and warehouses bulge to
bursting. The excuse used is that the
food must be kept for lend-lease and
for the military, The people will do
without for both purposes gladly but if
the people and the Congress could know
the carry-over of surpluses from 1942
crops alone I think they would be
amazed. Warehousemen have told me
of specific knowledge of conditions in
their own warehouses, and there are new
large Government warehouses that
should be investigated.

Our poultry, dairy, and beef producers
in California are in a bad situation,
squeezed between rising feed and labor
costs on one hand and ceiling prices on
the other. They say “What is the use
of struggling. We will quit and go into
defense work.” Thereupon we begin
upon a shortage of food. Then the de-
fense workers and all the rest of us stand
in line only to be told that there is no
more of this or that today. So house-
wives have to shop far and wide and that
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takes gas and gas is rationed too. It
doesn’t make sense, Mr, Chairmen. Bul
then—this is a sample of the planned
economy and we may as well sample it
now so everyone will know whether we
want to keep on with it, or not, after
the war. I think—not.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
four words.

Mr. Chairman, I am supporting this
resolution, but for different reasons than
most Members. Ordinarily I would be
opposed to it in normal times; however,
I am interested in securing maximum
production of all essential foods during
the present war emergency. I want to
tell you the main reasons for my sup-
porting this resolution and why I think
we should attempt to secure additional
feed. It is on account of the announced
program of the War Food Administra-
tion to cut the production of pork, dairy
products, beef cattle, and poultry for
next year,

In 1943, this year, the farmers, at the
request of the Government, produced
127,000,000 pigs. It takes corn and pro-
tein feed to take care of those pigs and
to bring them up to a weight of 200
pounds or more. But I am sorry to say
that the New Deal never thrives under
an abundance of production of necessary
foods. If we had an abundance of pork,
as we have now, there would be no need
for rationing, there would be no need
for the threat of inflation, and there
would be no need for a high price ceiling.
All that is necessary would be a good
floor or support price. The officials who
are shaping this program or who are
shaping the domestic policies of the
United States have decided that we have
too much pork, so we must cut hog pro-
duction for 1944 from 127,000,000 head
to 105,000,000 head. That will result in
less pork. The price will go up, and there
will be more of an excuse for a threat
to inflation and stricter enforcement of
price ceilings.

I want to get corn and other feed for
these hogs so that we may have an
abundance of the poor man’s meat, and
that is what pork is, for 1944, They are
proposing also to cut down milk produc-
tion, or to hold it the same as it was in
1942 and 1943.

We have a shortage of milk at the
present time. I want to increase the pro-
duction of milk, butter, and other dairy
products, therefore I am supporting this
resolution with the hope that it will re-
sult in additional feed.

The administration is proposing to cut
poultry broilers to 80 percent of what it
is this year. Poultry is not on the ration
list at the present time. Of course, they
would like to ration poulfry or bring
about a situation where poultry must be
rationed, and in order to do this they
must create a scarcity of poultry, Iwant
to secure additional feed to take care of
the large poultry flocks of this country.
They also propose with reference to beef,
range cattle, and feeder cattle, that this
livestock be marketed at 95 percent of
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the 1942 weight, thereby getting less beef
on the market and resulting in addi-
tional regimentation and in additional
threats to inflation,

Mr, Chairman, I say that the time has
come when the people, or the Congress
speaking for the people, should assert
itself and demand maximum production
of all types of feed, grains, livestock, and
poultry in this country to take care of
our needs and in order to stop this infla-
tionary threat that is constantly appear-
ing in the picture. Furthermore, if we
create an abundance there will be no
need for consumer subsidies which cer-
tain groups are insisting cn at the pres-
ent time.

Mr, HINSHAW. Will the gentleman
yield? 5 ‘

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman
suggest a way in which we can get some
corn on the Pacific coast with which to
feed our flocks?

Mr AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GILCHRIST]
said that if corn were raised to $1.20 it
would bring out the corn from Iowa. I
do not know whether that is true or not.

Let me continue along the line of corn.
Some of our intellectuals are proposing
that we feed the corn and proteins di-
rectly to the people instead of feeding
them through poultry and livestock; in
other words, that we perfect a synthetic
product made up of protein feeds and
corn and sell it to the people as meat or
poultry instead of as the red meat itself.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The Gau-
mitz report states beans and peas as a
substitute for milk and dairy products
and meat products, That is the inten-
tion.

Mr. AUGUST H, ANDRESEN, Yes.
We all know they have perfected a syn-
thetic product called oleomargarine,
That may ke a good nutrition food, but it
is not in the,class, chemically or other-
wise, with butter.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. It is the
same kind of diet the Japs eat. I do
not know why it should be advocated
over here,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the pro forma
amendment.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, this
debate has taken on what is to me a very
interesting turn. I think perhaps we
are trying out some of our emotions
and trading principles and economic
thoughts with respect to the job that lies
ahead of us.

Germany moves out of first place in
Europe, down to a nonentity. Russia
moves into first position. TUnder the de-
cree, Japan is to cease to function in
Asia, and China moves into first posi-
tion. The British Empire takes third
position, and the United States moves -
into first as far as the world is concerned.
So in due course, if that program is to
be worked out, we shall have a lot of
discussions having to do with tariffs and
the removal of protection. World power
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position No. 1 carries a lot of interna-
tional responsibilities,

We have a situation here today where
corn is being debated. If we take the
duty off corn for 90 days and throw the
Argentine market open, I wish somebody
would tell me in certain language how
much corn would come in from there.
We might see 50,000,000, 75,000,000, or
150,000,000 bushels of corn offered. I do
not know what is produced in Argentina
and I do not know how quickly they
would unload in order to prepare.their
bins for the forthcoming crop. When
you start removing tariffs on the Amer-
ican market and throwing this market
open to the traders of the world, if boats
are available you might see something
that would surprise you.

I understand from our corn friends
here that there is a lot of corn in this
country, but what power is there to make
those who own that corn throw it on
the market at $1.16 per bushel, or $1.20
per bushel, or $1.50 per bushel, or $3 per
bushel, if they prefer to have corn than
have credits in the bank or currency in
the box? That is what you are really
getting at. You give me a reason why
a farmer should sell corn today if he
wants to feed it or if he thinks the mar-
ket may advance 50 or 100 percent, or
if he thinks the buying power of the
dollar he would get for that bushel of
corn may decline 25 or 50 percent.

Mr. JENSEN rose.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does the gentle-
man from Iowa want to answer that
question?

Mr. JENSEN. I want to make the ob-
servation that in the State of Iowa we
need about 90 percent, and feed about
80 percent of everything we raise. That
is one thing a lot of folks do not realize.
We are the greatest pork-producing
State in the Nation, the greatest poultry-
producing State in the Nation, and the
greatest finished-beef-producing State
. in the Nation, and naturally we have to
feed a lot of that corn.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that,
Now, can the gentleman, as an expert on
corn and coming from a corn State——

Mr, JENSEN. I do not claim to be an
expert.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Can thegentleman
tell me where there is any corn for sale
of consequence?

Mr, JENSEN. No.

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1Is there anybody
that ean tell me where there is any corn
for sale of consequence? I am not talk-
ing about stocks of corn, I am talking
about corn for sale—two different things
entirely.

Mr, JENSEN.
question.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not know of
any corn for sale; I do not know of any
cottonseed oil cake or soybean meal or
peanut meal, of consequence, for sale.
How much there is in the country I do
not know. But what power do you have
to make our people, who are presently
free economic agents, disgorge those in-
ventories they have? We do not have
any such power the President dare politi-
cally use, and I do not think this Con-

I cannot answer that
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gress is going to pass a law which says to
a man that he has to convert corn into
currency or into bank balances in the
form of deposits to his credit.

So then you come on down to this
proposition. Do we want to throw the
market open for Argentine corn for 90
days, or say to the world, “Let the trad-
ing world figure out its own way of get-
ting the corn here”? That is what is
involved in this amendment.

Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. An
order is being contemplated down in
the War Food Administration under the
War Powers Act, which gives the Gov-
ernment virtual power tq seize protein
feeds. One official told me that he
thought under that War Powers Act they
also have the authority to go out and
seize corn upon the farms,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
3 additional minutes. :

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HINSHAW. In connection with
the remark of the gentleman from Iowa,
if they cannot let that corn go from the
State of Iowa because they want to feed
animals there, how are we going to get
any corn on the west coast, when we
need it as badly as they do?

Mr. CRAWFORD. You will have togo
without, because you do not raise corn.

Mr, HINSHAW. We are not going to
do without, we are going to get it if we
can. .

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not blame you
at all, the least bit. I would do the same
thing.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gen-
tleman asked how they would get the
power to take the corn. They can take
it under the exact same powers under
which early this year they took all the
corn contained in 16 terminal elevators.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is all right;
in other words, under the war powers.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Ves.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If they have the
war power to do these things and the
corn is available, why do they not pro-
ceed to do it instead of destroying the
protective fabric from a ftariff stand-
peoint? That brings me right down to
this point. We sit around here and play
with O. P. A. and apparently from the
debate today let O. P, A. distort and prac-
tically destroy the economy of this coun-
try. Why do we do it? Why do we
move into a field of this kind, as illus-
trated by this resolution, if the thing
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could be corrected by war powers or by
changing the attitude of the O. P. A.?
That is the kind of question that is in
my mind. If it is impossible for the Of-
fice of Defense Transportation or the
War Powers Division of the Government
or the O. P. A. to do anything about it,
that is a different proposition. Perhaps
we have to go to some other parts of the
world to get some of the excess inven-
tories of foodstuffs for animals and peo-
ple that they have available for sale at
the present time. Apparently we are
pursuing that particular course, to go
get something and bring it into this
country. i

Suppose you have an armistice within
90 days, then do you want this statute on
the books at that time? I do not think
so. But if you have 4 more years of war,
you may want to extend this 90-day
period to 90 months. God only knows
how badly we will want food and food-
stuffs if we keep on shipping it out of
this country the way we are now.

Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield to the gen=
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. At the
present time the Government is shipping
l(;ut. of the country protein feeds we need

ere. -

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is the reason
I refer to the 20-month period.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield.

Mr, O'CONNOR. I have a mighty high
regard for the gentleman’s capacity to
sift the kernels from the chaff. Now, is
the gentleman in favor of this resolution?
I have been trying to figure out the gen-
tleman's argument.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have been sitting
here trying to figure out in my own mind
whether or not I am in favor of it. I
have about come to the conclusion, as a
result of the debate, that this resolu-
tion is not necessary. I wish somebody
would get up here and convince me it is
necessary. If it is, I will support it.

Mr. O’CONNOR. That is my opinion.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has again expired.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last three
words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
n;'om New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr, REED of New York, Mr. Chair-
man, this is not the first time that this
country has been engaged in a major
war. I do not know whether it is nec-
essary, of course, to send the amount of
food we are sending to other parts of the
world or not. There is no question but
what food plays a very psycholegical
part in a war, I remember very well
talking with Mr. Clemenceau during the
First World War in which he made this
statement. It was in the latfer part of
1917, He said:

If the French people knew that we had
only 3 days' supply of wheat in the country,
the war would cease. The morale of the
people would be broken.,
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That was the day when they were de-
fending, as you know, the city of Verdun.
But within 3 days shiploads of wheat
came to France. Otherwise it is hard to
tell what the history of the world might
have been tcday. Now our men are
fighting on at least 50 different fronts.
None of us can stand here very well and
say that the food that is going out to
those fronts should not go there. I sup-
pose that in this war, long before it is
over, food will be the great:st factor in
the ultimate result, and we are all figur-
ing, of course, on victory. If you read
the morning paper you saw there a state-
ment that in order to start this second
front in Holland or Belgium or Norway
or somewhere over there, it would re-
quire 80 divisions, and that of that 80
divisions England could only supply 24
divisions, Just think of the volume of
food that must flow 3,000 miles in that
direction. Think of the amount of food
that must flow in the other direction into
Italy, where they are still a long way
from Rome. They are not even a third
of the way up. They are figchting in the
mountains and the snow. Every ounce
of food our men are going to have must
go some 3,000 miles.

Now the time has come, gentlemen,
when there is a question here of how to
get food In order to save these great war
industries, for the farms are war indus-
tries, so that they can supply the basic
needs not only of this generation, but
of the generations to come. You can-
not afford to go out and destroy those
plants. What we need in the country
today is unity among the farmers.
Just because you do not happen to like
this resolution a little I do not want to
see the farmers of one section line up
and vigorously oppose something that
will be of benefit to another section.
That is not unity. That is not the way
to play the game. If we of the East and
the Northeast have ever taken the posi-
tion we are going to cripple you in the
West, I do not know when that has been.
I have never intended to cast a vote that
would do that, I think this bill ought
to go through. I do not qQbject, of
course, to the corn amendment; in fact,
I am for it. There may be other things
that ought to go into the bill that may
have been overlooked, and we cannot
provide for every conceivable situation
that ma. arise. But if we go on trying
to supply the world with food and sup-
ply enough food for our own people to
protect the health of this country, there
is no, telling but what we may have to
draw on meny parts of the world,
although if the O. P. A. would step to
one side, the farmers could and would
meet the food problem.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fis
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr WILSON. Mr. Chairman, our
farmers do have a nice reserve of corn
anc that corn reserve is rapidly being de-
pleted because of the bungling of the O.
P. A. The O. P. A. as yet require you to
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submit points when you go to market to
buy pork. Many, many suburban resi-
dents have becn accustomed each year
at this time to go to the farmer and buy
a butchered hog or one to butcher them-
selves. But they do not have the points
today to do that under the rationing sys-
tem. The markets are glutted, the pack-
ing houses and storehcuses are filled with
pork and beef and there is no place to
market fat hogs. The result is that farm-
ers are holding them for months after
they have been ready for market and are
feeding them today the corn they had
hoped to have left to feed their next
spring’s crop of pigs to make pork for an-
other year. That is happening 2ll over
the country. It is happening in my dis-
trict and it is happening in your district.
I have today introduced a bill putting
meat on the free-point list, doing away
with the rationing of meat for 60 days,
which I am told by members of the Farm
Bureau and all the farm organizations,
would ke the best step we could take, to-
day, to alleviate the situation of glutted
markets and help conserve our corn sup-
ply for the feeding of pork for next year’s
meat crop. We all recognize the fact
that the most efficient machine in the
world for changing corn over to proteins
and fats is the hog. We must have a
large crop of pigs next spring to ensure
an adequate supply of proteins and fats
for use another year. The farmers are
not going to raise pigs unless they have
corn on hand with which to feed them,

They are not going to raise those pigs
unless they can get rid of the pork they
have on hand today. You people who
are interested in getting corn and con-
serving the corn supply which we have,
should get behind me on this bill which
I have introduced today to take meat
off the ration list for at least 60 days.

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILSON. 1 yield.

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The
gentleman states there is an impending
shortage of corn which the farmers can
feed the pigs next spring. What does he
think will happen in the great Northeast
if farmers cannot get corn now and have
not been able to get it for months in or-
der to maintain the dairy herds and the
poultry flocks, unless a bill of this kind
becomes law?

Mr, WILSON. Unless my bill becomes
law, this corn that you might have an
opportunity to get will be fed to already
fattened hogs and will be wasted. The
only way you can hope to get corn that
we have now is to get rid of the hogs that
the farmers are feeding the corn to, and
then they might be able to turn a little
over to you people.

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. They
may be; but in the meantime, if we suf-
fer the same conditions we have for the
last couple of months, they will wipe out
the dairy herds in the entire northeast-
ern section of this country.

Mr. WILSON. I am not speaking
against this bill or for it. I am simply
offering you one step which you may take
toward a solution of your problem, Am
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I not correct in my observation that this
will tend to give you some corn? ;

Mr. CRAWFORD.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILSON. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If you dispose of
the present stocks of meat by putting
them free of rations, and then proceed
to bring in more hogs through propa-
gation to consume corn, I do not know
but what you will reduce your potential
stocks of corn. If the program is as an-
nounced by the gentleman from Minne-
sota, to the effect that next year the hog
and poultry and beef production is to be
decreased, I do not see how it fits into
the gentleman’s proposal, and I cer-
tainly do not see how such a reduction-
in-production program can possibly fit
in with the observations of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. REep], wherein
he points out that we have got to send 15
divisions of men across the channel to
fight, with all these other undertakings.
So this debate today is quite confusing.
Because of that thing, we say that the
'(;}overnment is going to reduce produc-

ion.

On the other hand, we must conserve
the feed to inerease production, and so
on down the line.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to be per-
mitted to make a short statement out of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, the Committee of the House knows
that under the program the Speaker was
to address the House for 15 minutes this
afternoon. On account of other matters
on the program and the debate on this -
bill, I will yield to the Speaker 15 min-
utes tomorrow when we call up the naval
bill, and he will address the Committee
at that time for 15 minutes.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
the resolution before the House provides
for the lifting or waiving of tariff on
agricultural cominodities including
wheat imported from foreign countries.
The reason given by the sponsors of the
measure is that it may help to take care
of an acute feed shortage in this country.
If I thought this legislation would in-
crease the supply of feed in this country
and thereby provide for more food, I
would be glad to support it.

I have made some investigation of this
problem. I am informed by officials in
the Department of Agriculture dealing
with this question that the Commodity
Credit Corporation is at the present time
buying just as much feed, including
wheat, as transportation facilities will
permit. It ought to be definitely under-
stood that under our present law the
Commodity Credit Corporation has au-
thority to buy wheat and other feeds
anywhere in the world and in any
amount without tariff restrictions. Not
only that, but the Commodity Credit
Corporation has been furnished funds by
the Federal Government with which to

Mr. Chairman, will
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do it. There can be no reason why we
should not receive just as much feed
products as foreign countries will let us
have with our transportation facilities
to bring it into this country. Trans-
portation is the bottleneck in this
problem,

Mr. Chairman, under this resolution
wheat imported from Canada will cost
from 15 cents to 20 cents per bushel more
than it dees now. The additional cost,
known as an equalization fee, will go to
the Canadian farmers. They are per-
mitted to charge it on wheat sold to in-
dividuals, but not when sold to the Amer-
ican Government. It has been suggested
on the floor of the House that this legis-
lation would help increase the produc-
tion of food. As I have said before, if I
thought this were correct, I would cer-
tainly support it. We are all agreed that
we must have a maximum production of
food. No one is opposed to that. We
will support legislation that will anywise
increase food supplies. , Food is necessary
for the winning of this war and food will
have a Iot to do with the winning of the
peace, If this administration wants to
encourage the increase in the supply of
food, it ought to give consideration to
two or three fundamental things—first,
it ought to assure the farmer a fair price
for his products in the market place on
the basis of what he has to pay for the
things he needs to buy. The farmer and
producer must have machinery and
equipment so he can carry on his farm
operations to a maximum. We must see
that he gets his fair share of help as he
goes along and give him some assurance
that there will not be any roll-backs in
the prices for his commodities when they
are ready for the market. We must give
the farmer to understand that his serv-
ices are appreciated as a part of this war
effort.

Mr. Chairman, we are talking about in-
creasing supplies of feed and yet it was
only a little more than a year ago we
were reducing farm acreage in this coun-
try and holding down feed and food pro-
duction, Farmers were penalized as much
as 49 cents per bushel for raising a little
more wheat than departmental regula-
tions allowed. These farmers were not
only penalized on the extra wheat they
raised, and may have fed to their own
livestock but they did not get parity
checks nor soil-conservation payments.
They did not ask for them, but did think
they were entitled to sell their wheat
without penalty especially when it was so
much needed.

Mr, Chairman, this Government col-
lected $17,877,000 in penalties from the
farmers of this country who raised about
thirty-five or forty million bushels of
wheat that was in excess of the amount
they were allowed under the Allotment
Act., Today we are talking about thirty-
five or forty million bushels of wheat that
is being brought in from Canada with a
40-cent bushel tariff, but we hesitate to
reimburse those farmers for the penalties
they have paid just because they saw fit
to ralse the extra wheat that is so much
needed at the present time,
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Mr. Chairman, this $14,000,000 is not
tax money. It is penalty money that
ought to be refunded to the farmers who
paid the penalties. They are entitled
to it.

Mr, Chairman, several months ago I
introduced a bill in this House to reim-
burse those penalty payments. The com-
mittee to which it was referred has taken
no action on it. A petition has been
placed on the Clerk’s desk to discharge
the committee and bring the bill to the
floor of the House for vote. I trust those
of you who believe this measure is at
least entitled to be- considered by the
House, will sign the petition so we can
vote on it.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
distinguished gentleman from South
Dakota.

Mr.CASE. 1Ifeel that the gentleman’s
bill should be reported and passed to
relieve these penalties, because we did
waive the penalty on those who had
not paid it.

I also favor what the gentleman said
about increasing farm machinery so we
can have an increased production next
year, but in the meantime what are we
going to feed the cows, especially the
milk cows?

Mr. REES of Kansas. Iappreciate the
statement of the gentleman from Scuth
Dakota. If I thought this legislation
would materially increase the supply of
needed livestock feeds in this country
I would support it during an emergency.
I want to relieve the dairyman and the
poultrymen of New England and South
Dakota, and everywhere else. We
already have legislation permitting the
importation of wheat and protein prod-
ucts for feeding livestock, and have
authorized funds for doing it for emer-
gency purposes.

Mr. CASE. Why not try it?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I certainly
would be glad to try it if I thought it
would really relieve the feed situation
in an emergency. This measure does
not, in my judgment, solve either the
feed or the food problem. The difficulty
on this particular situation is one of
transportation and distribution. Our
Government is importing all the essen-
tial feed transportation facilities will
permit.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas has expired.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the pro forma
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 minutes.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. MTr. Chair-
man, one thing I have noticed in Con-
gress that causes more trouble in our
country than almost anything else is
that we are all afraid to vote against a
bill that bears a label saying it will rem=-
edy something we know is wrong, even
though the bill will not remedy it at all.
When such a bill is presented to us we
stand up and vote against it when we
know it will do no good; we stand with
shaking knees, afraid to vote against a
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bad hill with a good label for fear of the
effect it will have back home and the fact
that our opponents may use it against us.

It seems to me this bill is tinged with a
good deal of sectionalism. The people in
the Midwest know what it is necessary
to do to get more corn. They are going
to feel that this is a sectional bill. From
their point of view, it is a sectional bill
because it will do nothing but appease
some section; this Congress, the country
having fought one sectional war, ought
to be very careful not to vote for legis-
lation that will not do the thing it is
supnosed to do but will merely stir up
sectional feelings.

When you consider this bill, ask your=-
selves whether you would vote for an
amendment to this bill which would
make this bill fair to all sections. The
following amendment would be consist=-
ent with the bill as written: That the
provisions of this bill shall apply to all
commodities or articles which are ra-
tioned or of which there is likely to be a
shortage, so that it would apply to cloth-
ing and everything else, in New England
and everywhere else, That would be
perfectly consistent.

Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire,
Mr. Chairman, will the gentlewoman
yield?

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. After I
have completed my statement I shall
be pleased to yield.

0. P. A. is the reason for this hill.

Mr. MASON. That is right.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Just
0. P. A, and nobody else. You people
who raise corn, you know what is
wrong. A lot of farmers do not keep
books, particularly the smaller ones.
On our farm we keep books. I am telling
you we cannct replace the corn in the
bins on our farm today at present prices.
Why should you bring in a bill that
causes dumping at lower prices to re-
duce the price of corn when it has al-
ready been demonstrated to everybody’s
satisfaction, even O. P. A., that the price
of corn has been too low to bring corn
to the market? What reason is there?
What reason is there for you to hold up
the hands of O. P. A, that they can
make worse mistakes? This bill repeals
the correction of the mistake they had
made with respect to corn. It repeals
the recent raise of the price of corn.

We need a higher price for corn.
One dollar and sixteen cents is nct
enough. You and all of your.constit-
uents are paying $1.40 for corn in the
shape of hogs. You are all paying that,
as I said, when you buy pork. That is
what we want to pay for corn. Why
the O. P. A. should say you cannot pay
for corn the same as you pay when you
buy hogs is not explained. There is no
reason for it. Nobody has given you a
reason, If the corn price were raised now
before we make our program next year,
we will give you millions of bushels of
additional corn. You know what is go-
ing to happen when you get corn in here
at a lower price. If the price of coin
were higher, all of us on our farms would
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find a few more acres to put to corn.
With a higher price for corn you south-
erners would find some acres to put into
corn. Those southerners sitting over
there are your witnesses.

What is going to happen when you get
& lower price? You know what they are
doing with their foreign policy, and I
refer to you members of the Foreign Af-
fairs Commiitee. They are having a lot
of trouble with Argentina right now.
That is the only country they have not
been able to reach with a checkhook.
Here is a chance to get Argentina and
give them our corn market.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman from Illinois has expired.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr, Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to proceed
for 2 additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman from
Illinois [Miss SUMNER]?

There was no objection.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, this is a very serious question. Do
you think this is temporary? Have you
stopped to consider that when we emerge
from this war we are going to have at
least $25,000,000,000 more in factories in
this country which want to export, that
there is a terrific drive on to export, and
concomitant with that is the thought
that you cannot export without import-
ing? What do you think they are going
to import? You know they are not going
to import automobiles, and you know
they are not going to import manufac-
tured articles right away. Why do you
think they are letting Russia take con-
trol of Europe at the expense of Poland,
which was our first ally, Latvia, Estonia,
and all the rest of those republics over
there? Do you know why they are doing
that? They want to sell machinery to
Russia. What else do they have to do in
order to sell to Russia, Europe, and the
rest of the world this added machinery
they are going to produce? Why, they
have to get the farming industry out of
America. They have to give the Ameri-
can farm market to China and other
countries and they will ship foreign farm
products into the South and into the
North of the United States.

Mr. Chairman, when a hill like this is
brought in, we are just starting to open
the door for them.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last 11 words.

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the de-
bate has gone far afield from the reso-
Jution that is supposed to be under con-
sideration. Let us get back. I imagine
the primary purpose of this resolution
is to increase food for the production of
poultry, livestock, and so forth. My own
State is a heavy producer not only of
livestock but of wheat. I do not know
why wheat should be included in this
resolution. We have a tremendous sur-
plus of wheat in this country today.

Mr. Chairman, I want to read from a
letter written by a constituent in a small
town in Montana,

The following lan-
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guage Is Included in this letter, and I
may say I know the writer personally:

Nearly every farmer south of Flaxville—

That is a little town down toward the
eastern end of the State—
had a pile of 10,000 bushels of wheat or more
out on the ground, The elevators there are
plugged with wheat.

The farmers have no place to store
their wheat, as they have been unable
to build granaries and the result is that
this grain is lying out on the ground in
many instances.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana, Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to my col-
league from Montana.

Mr, MANSFIELD of Montana. I wish
the gentleman would tell the difficulty he
has had to get sufficient boxcars into
eastern Montana in order to take care
of the wheat which could not go into the
warehouses or elevators, and which was
lying on the ground.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I thank the gentle-
man for bringing that out. It is impos-
sible to get sufficient cars to market this
wheat. It is referred to in another letter
I have from the Farmers Educational
Cooperative Union in Roosevelt County,
in which the following is stated:

Dear Sir: I listened to a commentator from
Canada the other evemng who was telling
that Canada was getting rid of all her surplus
wheat, as they have got such a good market
for it in the United States.

Yet this bill would take the tariff off
of wheat.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, O'CONNOR, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kansas.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas, In view of
the fact boxcars have been mentioned
and the difficulty of securing them, may
Isay that the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion is doing everything in its power to
get all the boxcars available to Canada
in order to get the grain out of there
before the winter sets in, That is the
reason you cannot get rid of your grain.

Mr. O'CONNOR. We have had it up
with every department we can think of
in Washington trying to get cars and
we cannot get them. Our elevators are
still plugged with wheat and wheat is
still on the ground, yet we are asked to
take the tariff off of wheat so the Ca-
nadians can ship some more in here.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, O'CONNOR. In a moment.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin, Just for
a question.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I shall yield later
on. Now, get this, and I may say inci-
dentally that this is the commentator
speaking over in Canada this man is
referring to:

And the housewife and farmers can buy
anything they want made from steel as there
1s no shortage of steel any more. What is
wrong here? We cannot sell a bushel of
wheat as the elevators are BIWRFS plugged.
Those close to town get rid of some of their
wheat when they could get a car. When they
live 30 miles out they could not get any of
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thelr wheat into the car because the car
would be filled before they got to town; cars
were S0 scarce.

Then this goes on:
Are we here just to help other nations—

He is one of the farmers of this coun-
try. I want to say to you ladies and
gentlemen that sooner or later he is one
who is going to be called upon to pay this
tax bill of over $300,000,000,000. You
cannot go to Canada or anywhere else
and get this money, You are going to
get it out of these farmers and others
in this country. How are you going to
make the bonds worth anything? The
people of the United States are the ones
who will have to pay, not the people in
foreign nations. You have got to look
after your own people to some extent and
not run hog wild. You should not bring
this wheat in here when you have a sur-
plus of it already. American markets
should belong as far as possible to the
American farmer.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr., O'CONNOR. Mr., Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for
3 additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Montana [Mr. O’'CoNNOR]?

There was no objection.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, this
letter goes on to say:

And let our own Nation go to —?

I do not know what word he wanted to
put in there, but I can guess.

I am doing all I can in helping in all the
relief and bond drives that we have. We have
& class out here who will not buy a bond or
give a nickel to relief. I have three boys in
the services fighting for this class of people.
What kind of democratic crazy stuff do we
call this, to let this stuff In here with a
surplus unprecedented in this country on
the ground, in the elevztors, and in the cars?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. May I
sdy to my distinguished colleague that I
cannot see what that has to do with the
present resolution.

Mr. O'CONNOR. What are you do-
Ing with wheat in this resolution? Why
do you want wheat in this resolution if
it is not affected?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. There is
nothing in this resolution in regard to
wheat that has not already been in op-
eration by the present administration
ever since the 29th day of last April.
This is rather a late day to tell us all the
bad things that are happening. We have
had ever since the 29th of April to bring
out these points. The importation of
wheat has been between 35,000,000 and
40,000,000 bushels. We produce some
900,000,000 bushels in this country.

Mr. O'CONNOR. But the gentleman
wants to bring more of it in here, duty
free, with our wheat rotting on the
ground in Montana and in North and
South Dakota?
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Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin., That
wheat is used for a different purpose al-
together. This is feed wheat.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Iknow,thatiswhat
you say, but this wheat will find its way
into the elevators and miils, too, and
these people will come over here, just as
this man peints out in this letter, because
they will find such good markets in this
country.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR. Iyield tothe gentle-
man from Michigan,

Mr. CRAWFORD. In the last few
days we have had before our Committee
on Insular Affairs testimony that we are
using 10,000,000 bushels of grain per
month for the production of commercial
alcohol, instead of getting the ships into
the Caribhean Sea areas to bring black-
strap molasses up here to be converted
into commercial alcohol. There is an-
other 120,000,000 bushels of grain we
can pick up right there, if we want to
cut off this grain conversion.

Mr., CALVIN D. JOHNSON., Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr, CALVIN D, JOHNSON. AsI un-
derstand, we are shipping large quanti-
ties of flour under lend-lease to Europe.
I understand that now we are bringing
in large quantities of wheat from a part
of that same kingdom and grinding it
and giving it to another part. It looks
to me as if there is a double expenditure
of American funds,

Mr. O'CONNOR. In the first place,
we ought to grind our own wheat, we
ought to relieve our own people here of
the surplus of wheat we have in this
country before we let in wheat from
other countries, some regard must be
had for the American producer,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Montana has again ex-
pired.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr,
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
13 words.

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it
is a rather simple proposition with which
we are confronted here this affernoon.
I can bring you very definitely the word
that as far as both the dairy farmers
and the poultry farmers in my section
of the country are concerned they are in
great need of feed of every sort. I can
tell you that the development of our
farm animals has been markedly re-
tarded, that it takes longer to bring our
hens into production than it did before,
because of the shortage of feed. This
means costs of production are increased
and prices which might otherwise be fair
and equitable are no longer enough to
-cover costs. A

I think it is important that that feed
be gotten to the farmers who need it in
the most expeditious manner in which it
can be done under present circum-
stances. As was suggested by the'speech
of the gentleman from Montana that we
just listened to, the problem is largely
a problem of transportation. I do not
want to go into a lot of detail in a pub-

Chairman,
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lic address about certain things, but it
is true that there is such a thing as
water transportation, which in some in-
stances is a readier means of getting
large bulk quantities of things from one
place to another than is land transpor-
tation. As far as we in California are
concerned, that happens to be an im-
portant element.

It seems to me I would be failing in
my duty to the farmers I represent if I
were not in support of this measure. I
feel that the gentleman from Wisconsin
has done the right thing in pressing this
resolution. Indeed, I am rather en-
couraged to find that there are so many
Members on the Republican side who
are advocating this measure. I believe
it is indicative of the fact that there
come times when we simply have to rec-
ognize the fact that there is logic in the
contention that reduction of tariff duties
may be of benefit to agriculture. It is
my personal opinion, in listening to the
gentlewoman from Illinois make her
speech, that on balance and through the
years it is very questionable how much
good high tariffs have done to agricul-
ture as a general proposition. I am not
one who can say he is a complete free
trader. I think protection in some in-
stances is no doubt necessary. But on
balance the tariff certainly has bene-
fited industry rather than agriculture in
the history of this country.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I know the gentle-
man is interested in the welfare of agri-
culture, and we in California have natu-
rally suffered from a lack of opportunity
to produce feeds. I wonder if the gen-
tleman knows at this time or if any other
Member can tell us what the attitude of
the Farm Bureau is on this particular
legislative proposal.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I am
not able to speak for the Farm Bureau,
and I hesitate to venture comment on
that organization’s attitude. I will say
that I have been given to understand
that they are favorably inclined to this
bill. I know they did not appear before
the committee against the bill, for I am
told that no one did so. I should like
some other Member who may have direct
word from them to answer that question
more factually than I can, because I can-
not answer it factually. They have not
communicated with me, and I have no
right to speak for them.

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish
simply to say that this bill, as I conceive
it, is a means of expediting the shipment
of grain that we desperately need in cer-
tain portions of this country. Our live-
stock population is tremendously greater
than it has ever been before. Relative
to that livestock population our feed sup-
plies are short. I have been in receipt of
letters only in the last’couple of days
from poultry associations in my own sec-
tion and in other sections of my State
which present in factual detail the effect
of this problem of the feed shortage upon
their attempts to carry on their business.
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Since this measure will help to bring that
feed to the farmers who need it and will
help to bring it in at a more reasonable
cost, it seems to me that with the present
overwhelming demand for feed, a de-
mand far greater than the total supply,
this is the most reasonable thing for the
Congress to do.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I
rise, in opposition to the pro forma
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Towa is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GILCHRIST. The particular
amendment just now is the one on corn.
It has been several times asked on this
floor how we are going to get corn in
the country, in California, and in the
East, where they need it. They can get
corn from Argentina by paying the
price. They have gotten a lot of it and
are getting it from Argentina and are
paying the tariff on it. Argentina is
competing with the farmers from Illinois
and Iowa and elsewhere who are raising
corn. When one says, “We have got to
have feed,” of course, you have to pay
for it. And you will not pay any more
than you ought to when you get it from
Iowa or Illinois.

Argentina! Argentina! Yes. Do you
know of any boys from Argentina that
are fighting for your freedom? Do you
know what Argentina is doing to you in
this World War? Favor Argenfina if
you want to, and then go out and ask
the people of the Middle West to support
tariffs again, when you are taking away
the very thing that the East has always
had. Strike agriculture except when you
want its vote.

Now, to speak about corn. Next year
in my State the acreage for corn has been
increased by 6 percent and there will be
corn there. Oats have been decreased
somewhat, but the acreage for corn has
been increased that much. The acreage
for soybeans, which is a great feed for
you, has been increased. But you do not
want to pay for it. You want to despoil
my people and the people from the farms
for your feed. That is all there is to this.
There is nothing else. You can pay this
tariff and then get the feed at reasonable
prices. In Iowa at the present time, I
have it from a reputable source, there are
75,000,000 bushels of Iowa corn available
for movement out of Iowa right now
into commercial channels, but they have
not moved it because they can make
more money by feeding hogs. Oh, we
were fools, were we not, to save our corn
so we could make more money? Penalize
us for that, will you? Then go out and
ask us to vote for a tariff again, will you?
Penalize us because we want to sell our
corn to the best advantage.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GILCHRIST. 1 yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to ask the
gentleman this question. You are from
Jowa. You know farming. I have lived
in your district out there, and I know
your people. A good Iowa farmer grows
corn and converts it into proteins on the
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farm through feeding the animals and
putting the fertilizer back on the soil
and thus maintains the productivity of
his soil, does he not?

Mr. GILCHRIST. Yes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Isnotthat the way
to grow foodstufis?

Mr, GILCHRIST. Yes; that is right.
I am talking of a way to grow foodstuffs.
Take the tariff off every product the
farmer has in the Middle West, so that
the fellow down East, in Maine, and else-
where, can get things cheaply. We have
been supporting their ideas about tariffs
for generations back in Iowa, when we
commenced voting for them. This year
we had 648,000,000 bushels of corn dis-
appear from Iowa farms and, my friends,
that is greater than an all-time record
and it is as great as our whole produc-
tion of corn in that State. Now, that
refutes any charge that we are hoarding
corn. We are using it. We are doing
the best we can with it. All there is to
this bill, as I see it, is, that certain peo-
ple want to get our corn just as cheaply
as they can without paying the tariff
rates. They import corn from Argen-
tina to the Pacific coast and have been
doing it in opposition to our corn and
have been laying it down there at a
cheaper price than we can.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GILCHRIST.
question.

Mr. O'CONNOR. In the gentleman’s
opinion how much would corn have to
be raised to start it moving to the mar-
kets where it is most needed now out-
side of his own Gtate?

Mr. GILCHRIST. I do not know. I
have said I thought the corn would leave
the State whenever you make it so it
would be more profitable to sell it than
to keep it, and you would have to get
about $1.20 for corn there to prevent it
from keing fed to hogs.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr, GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, I
ask for 3 additional minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 3 additional minutes.

Mr, O'CONNOR. Here is a point that
is overlooked on this corn problem. The
cost of production of corn, as the cost of
production of wheat, has gone up in the
last year from 50 percent to 75 percent.

Mr, GILCHRIST. Certainly, that is

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is one reason
why you have to have a greater price for
corn in order to cause it to move,

Mr. GILCHRIST. And it has not gone
up in Argentina.

Mr. O'CONNOR. No.

Mr. GILCHRIST. If you look at the
October “Crops and Markets” you will
find today cows have produced more
. pounds of milk than they have at-any
other time, notwithstanding the fact
that you folks say there is a shortage of
feed. You talk about the lend-lease.
All right. If Canada is raising this stuff,
why not let Canada send it to their com-
patriots on the battle fronts? Let them
take it. Let Great Britain take it from

I will yield for a
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its own Canada instead of taking it from
our farmers. If, as is proposed by the
lady from Illinois, this is only to get feed,
then why do you not import the prod-
ucts from Canada? Why do you not get
butter from Canada? Why do you not
get milk from Canada? Instead of hav-
ing this roundabout way of going around
the Cape of Good Hope with the corn and
feeding it to the cows so that the cows
can produce milk or the cows can pro-
duce butter? Oh, no, you want to have
the benefit of the tariff yourself and not
allow the farmers of this country to
profit by it except when it is to your own
interest. ¥ou ask us to support the
tariff idea. Now, you can supporft farm
grain. You can pay for corn at reason-
able prices and get it from America if
you want to. There is no shortage of
corn if you pay for it or of feed if you are
willing to pay for it. But you have now
a chance to despoil the farmers of this
country. Well, it is a long lane that has
no turn. The American market should
belong to the American farmer and not
to the peons irom the plains and pampas
of Patagonia.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
14 words.

Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt there
is a serious shortage of stock feed in this
Nation. However, it appears to me that
this legislation is treating the effect rath-
er than the cause, While we are discuss-
ing what brought about the condition
which the gentlewoman from Illinois
[Miss SumMnER] has pointed out so force-
fully, we are also trying to do a little face
saving for the O. P. A. In my opinion,
the reason for this shortage is simple. It
is caused by the fact that upon the farms
of America today are millions of head
of livestock which, through the regular
procedure, without Government regula-
tion, would now be processed and stored
were it not for the fact that the Army
and Lend-Lease, through ifs overpur-
chasing, have loaded up every cold-stor-
age warehouse in the Nation to the roof.
In an effort to cover up we find them
shipping hundreds of cars of frozen foods
to the public institutions of the various
States, foods which they have overpur-
chased and are now frantically working
to dispose of in an effort to make room
in the cold-storage warehouses of this
country for incoming products.

Word has gone out from the War Food
Administration pleading with the agri-
culturalists of the country to hold their
livestock on the farm and not glut the
markets. Why? Because there is not
room in the cold-storage warehouses to
storeit. Each day that livestock remains
on the farm it is consuming additional
grain, the grain which you so badly need.
Do we know what the solution is? At
least we think we do.

There must be a relaxing in the point
system su that consumers will have an
opportunity to purchase meat products,
as they have through the years. The
longer this livestock is held on the farms,
the more feed it will consume. We know
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that the glut is in the market because of
overstocked cold-storage warehouses of
the country, and any Member of Con-
gress can check up in his respective dis-
trict and find these warehouses loaded
to the roofs with products overpur-
chased by the Army, Navy, and other
governmental purchasing agencies. Now
that these products are purchased, trans-
portation is not available to move them;
neither is there a place to consume them
other than at the tables of American
homes,

Another cause of overstocking is that
the same ration points are used in the
purchase of butter that are used in the
purchase of meat. As the result, a fam-
ily with three or four small children
needing a plentiful supply of butter can-
not purchase the proper amount of meat
because of the limited number of ration
points. Consequently, meat and its
products do not move from the ware-
house to the consumer. The farmer
cannot take his pig to market, because
the butcher has no place to put it, as the
warehouses are already full. The result
is the consumer does without meat, the
little pig stays home, and instead of
being eaten, he consumes the feed that
is so badly needed to meet the shortage
that now exists throughout the country,

The O. P. A, has admitted their error in
part by relaxing the point system to some
extent, but until such time as they lib-
eralize the point system still further and
afford the people an opportunity to pur-
chase additional meat products, you will
have a continued glutting of the market.

I contend that the Commodity Credit
Corporation can bring feed into this Na-
tion, if it so desires, without this legisla-
tion. I had an opportunity to look over
an agreement entered into by the Depait-
ment of Agriculture and the Government
of Peru, the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion acting as agent, in which this coun-~
try agrees to purchase 200,000 bales of
cotton annually from Peru. This was
the estimated production of 135,000 hec-
tares of land. The wunusual thing
about the agreement was that we
agreed fto increase the price 1'% per-
cent for each 1 percent of acreage re-
duced, Reductions in acreage were per-
mitted up to 30 percent., This would
mean that for each $1 worth of cotton
purchased, we would pay $1.45. I thought
we had gotten rid of the system in this
country of plowing under every third
row. It seems we have merely moved
the system to South America. I am won-
dering if similar contracts are in effect
in other parts of the Americas applying
to grain, the shortage of which we are
now trying to overcome.

We do not have to leave this country
to solve this problem. Modify the point
system to the extent that it will permit
the American public to purchase the meat
they need for their families and thus re-
lieve the congestion in our cold storage
warehouses. The stock that is now being
held by the farmer will move to the mar-
ket and stop consuming the corn and
other feed so badly needed in the East
and along the west coast,
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CALVIN D. JOHNSON, I yield.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. As an in-
cident of the thing of which you speak,
last week on our farm, we sent a truck-
load of hogs to Chicago. They could
not receive it. We had to bring it back
home and we are still feeding corn to
those hogs that were past the feeding
stage. If the ration points had been re-
leased the people could have purchased
that pork. They could have put it into
the iceboxes and kept it.

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Your case
is typical of hundreds of thousands of
others throughout the Nation. Such con-
ditions have created the present dilemma
in which we find ourselves. Until the
present stock of products in cold storage
is moved, thus providing space for in-
coming crops, this condition will continue,
Although the Army and Navy and Lend-
Lease purchases have created this block-
ade, only the O. P. A. can correct it. Its
solution lies in the easing of the ration
point system.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illineis [Mr. CALVIN D. JOHN-
son] has expired.

Mr. LEMKE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pro forma amendment.

I wish to state in the beginning that
this is a very important step in the wrong
_ direction. It is a step to sell the Ameri-
can farmer permanently down the river.
It is the first step to sell the farmers’

domestic markets to foreigners. As

usual, you begin by saying you are going
to sell his markets for just 90 days. Iam
not surprised at my friend, the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. MureraY],
starting in with 90 days. He knows that
the American farmer would not sfand
for him selling their markets perma-
nently at one time. But at the end of
90 days he will come back with an ex-
tension of 90 days, and then with another
extension of 90 days. He will continue
to ask for extensions until the farmers’
domestic markets will be permanently
sold to foreign farmers. We are already
exporting more tractors per capita to
Canada than we are selling to our own
people.

Now, let us find out whether it is a
case of shortage. My friend from Wis-
consin should know, because he used to
be one of the wet nurses for triple A.
That is where the trouble began., They
asked the farmer to reduce his acreage
of corn from 104,000,000 to 86,000,000.
Then the Lord Almighty interposed and
reduced it to 80,000,000 by floods. Then
the triple A came along and fined the
farmer 49 to 57 cents a bushel for wheat
that he planted 8 months before the law
was passed. They extorted $15,000,000
from the American farmers—and I say
extorted deliberately—in fines and pen-
alties. There is the cause of part of your
shortage.

Take the triple A from our necks and
abolish the O. P. A. and the American
farmer will take care of the American
people. That is all you have to do. Now,
let us see where we are. First, the
triple A reduced corn acreage from 104,-
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000,000 acres to 86,000,000, and the Lord.

reduced it to 80,000,000. Next the triple A
fined the farmer $15,00,000 for producing
wheat and compelled him to restrict pro-
duction of other valuable erops. Then
the triple A reversed itself and asked the
farmers to increase the hog production
20 percent. The farmers obey. Then
they come along and tell him he should
sell his corn in place of feeding it to the
hogs that they asked the mother pigs to
give birth to. They ought to have Mrs.
Sanger around. That is exactly the
situation.

I am astonished by my Republican
friends. They do not see far enough
ahead; they have just the tip of their
nose to look at. They want to be for
protection one day and for free trade the
next. My friends, you are net going to
go far in the next election, do not mis-
take me, if you begin now to sell the
American farmer's market first and then
say you could not help it because some-
body faked and told us you needed a
little feed. There is plenty of feed in
the country. What you need is trans-
portation and less red tape.

Let us see what the situation is. This
resolution if passed will not bring in 1
additional bushel of corn or 1 ton of hay.
All you are doing is subsidizing the Ca-
nadian and Latin-American countries by
paying them an addition equal to the
tariff. We are already importing all
from them that they have to sell and to
spare. Why do I say this? Because of
this: I called up one of the departments
last week. The person talking to me said
it was luncheon time, that he was in the
office alone and could talk frankly to me.
He said:

Mr. LEMKE, I just recalled before you asked
for these protein feeds, the Army called up
and wanted 163,000 bushels of oats and
100,000 tons of alfalfa hay for Britain—

Or something like that, I forget the
exact quantity.

~ He said:

I told the Army officer that we were buying
oats and hay from Canada and that the Army
could get it at the same price, that the Brit-
ish could get it from the same place, that it
was their colony. The Army answered: “But
you do not know; they have not any lend-
lease in Canada.”

In other words, you bring this feed in
here and then the Canadians get the ad-
vantage of the tariff. Your farmers will
not get it. Then we sell feed under lend-
lease for little or nothing to foreign ¢oun-
tries and you easterners will be as bad
(f)ﬁ ;s you ever were before in regard to

eed.

I have been reliably informed, even this
morning, that lend-lease is selling our
gasoline to foreign governments at 2
cents a gallon and that they are selling
it back to our Army at 42 cents a gallon,
Get the difference in price. And by the
way, I am informed that what we need is
an investigating committee over there
from the Committee on Appropriations
to find out what is going on, such a com-
mittee would get an eye-opener.

What is the object of all of this? It is
a part of this “One-World-Ism.” It is
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democratic discipline, I would say to my
friend from Wisconsin; and they are go-
ing to discipline you so that you will take
the yoke and become a good slave and
obey their orders. -Then we will have
one world and try to bring all the Hotten-
tots up to our level but fail and at the
same time bring ourselves down to their
level. These are facts I want you to
bear in mind, A friend of mine said he
was flying over those countries at an ele-
vation of 5,000 feet and even at that
height he could still smell the stench
of lend-lease.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Dakota has ex-
pired.

By unanimous consent the pro forma
amendments were withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Maine [Mr. HaLg]l.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Miss SumMnER of
Illinois) there were—ayes 97, noes 30.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr., Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. R1zLEY: On page
2, line 3, a‘ter the word “thereof” strike out
the pericd, insert a colon and the following:
“Provided, That this act shall not be con-
strued to authorize the importation of wheat
for milling purposes."

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, the
committee is willing to accept the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment which I have sent to the
Clerk’s desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. RIzLEY: On page
2, line 3, strike out the period and insert a
colon and the following: “Provided, however,
That such exemptions shall not apply in
the case of any article or product, 1, with
respect to which fle foreign country from
which it is exported has imposed an equaliza-
tion fee or export tax or charge; or, 2, the
price of which in the foreign country from
which it is exported has been increased sub-
sequent to 30 days prior to the date of the
enactment of this joint resolution.”

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 ad-
ditional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Hore] that he may proceed
for 3 additional minutes in addition to
the 5?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I do not
believe anyone can say I am unsympa-
thetic to the proposition of getting feed to
the distressed areas. I do not come from
the Corn Belt. As a matter of fact, we
have a feed shortage in my territory, and
Members of the House will recall that I
have at all times supported the proposal
for selling feed wheat even when those
proposals were opposed by most of the
farm organizations and a good many
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Members from my own part of the coun-
try. I am thoroughly sympathetic with
the idea of getting every bushel of feed
that we can to the distressed areas. How=
ever, I do want to say as strongly as I can
that the removal of tariffs on grains as
proposed in this bill will not bring a
single bushel of feed into this country.

The fact is we have been importing
great quantities of feed from Canada and
paying the tariff. During this year we
have imported more than 100,000,000
bushels of oats and barley from Canada
upon which the tariff has been paid, and,
in fact, we have imported so much barley
that there is now a shortage of barley in
Canada, and the Canadian Government
has refused to issue any more export per-
mits, We have already taken out of
Canada all the barley they have to export
and have paid a tariff on it. There is still
some oats in Canada, there is still some
wheat in Canada, there is still a little hay
in Canada which can be imported, but it
can be imported just as well, and will be,
if we leave the tariff where it is now.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which
1 have cffered is directed to this proposi-
tion: At the present time there is in
effect in Canada on barley and oats what
is known there as an equalization fee,
which is set up under a regular formula.
It is the difference between the selling
price in Canada and the price in this
country less the tariff. If we take the
tariff off it means, of course, that by the
automatic operation of the formula they
will increase the price that we have to pay
by the amount of the tariff, so that in-
stead of American farmers getting any
benefit from taking off the tariff the
money will go to Canadian farmers. It
is not going to go into our customs coffers
and it is not going into the Federal Treas-
ury, as is the case at the present time. It
will go to the Canadian Government and
to the farmers of Canada.

My amendment simply provides that
this act shall not be effective as to any
commodity upon which any foreign gov-
ernment imposes an export tax or an
equalization fee or on which it has in-
creased the price within 30 days subse-
quent to the enactment of this act.
There are other countries, of course, be-
sides, Canada, from which we could im-
port these products. We are at the
present time receiving imports of flax
from the Argentine. If Argentina follows
the same policy that they did when we
put the reciprocal trade agreements with
that country into effect, as soon as we
remove the tariff they will increase the
price of flax to the American purchaser.
My amendment would prevent that. It
will prevent any country in the world
from increasing the price to us by either
an equalization fee, an export tax, or a
simple increase in price. If the act goes
into efflect and you adopt my amendment,
the American farmer will then get the
benefit instead of someone in Canada or
Argentina or some other country from
which we may import.

Mr., AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOPE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.
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Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Inview
of the fact that Canada is part of the
Western Hemisphere and enjoying the
benefits of the good-neighbor policy, the
gentleman does not feel the Canadian
Government would take advantage of
this situation and raise the price of wheat
to offset the deduction in the tariff, does
he?

Mr. HOPE. The Canadian Govern-
ment has done that. The Canadian
Government has consistently kept in
effect this policy of applying an equaliza-
tion fee. Here is what has actually hap-
pened since the present bill was reported
by the committee: The Canadian Gov-
ernment has stopped the exportation of
these commodities, including wheat,
until the outcome of this legislation is
determined. They are waiting to see if
we pass the bill so that they can raise
the price.

Mr. LEMEKE. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOPE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from North Dakota.

Mr. LEMKE. Does the gentleman re-
member that in 1938 Argentina delivered
corn in Chicago for 34!% cents a bushel,
paying the tariff, because of the differ-
ence in exchange in their favor? That
difference is far greater now than it was
then. If they had the corn and the
transportation, they would ship it to us
anyway. Just what the gentleman is
saying now is the truth. If you pass this,
you simply hand Argentina that much
more. We buy it, give it in lend-lease to
foreign countries, then they will sell it
back to us at 100- or 200-percent profit.

Mr, HOPE. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. DEWEY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. DEWEY. Iwould like to ask about
the equalization fee. I understand there
is a ceiling on wheat in Canada. What
would that be?

Mr. HOPE. I am not sure there is a
ceiling on wheat. There is a ceiling on
barley and oats.

Mr. DEWEY. Well, on barley.

Mr. HOPE. I have the figures here.

Mr. DEWEY. Ido notunderstand the
equalization fee.

Mr. HOPE. I have here a letter from
the War Food Administrator in which
he states that the Canadian Government
has imposed an equalization fee on bar-
ley exports to this country which repre-
sents the difference between the selling
price in Canada and the market price in
the United States, less the import duty.
it Mr. DEWEY. That answers my ques-

on,

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska.

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman’s fear
is that the increase between the equali-
zation price and the export price will be
picked up by the Canadian Government,
is that it?

Mr, HOPE. Yes. Under their for-
mula they may increase the price by the
amount of the duty.
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Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOPE. 1 yield to the gentlewom-
an from Illinois.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. One reason
we cannot get corn is because our farm-
ers are not given equipment. Much of
that equipment has been sent to Ar-
gentina, which is not cooperating to any
extent in the war program. Does not
the gentleman think it is unfair to en-
courage the importation into the United
States of Argentine grain at this time
and that we might as well have it here
if our farmers were given what the Ar-
gentina farmers have been given?

Mr. HOPE. I agree with the gentle-
woman from Illinois [Miss SUMNER]
thoroughly.

It has been said by other Members,
better than I can say it, that if we adopt
this resolution today we are simply set-
ting a precedent which is bound to come
back and plague us at a later date. It
is easy enough to say that we want to
get a litlle feed into the country, there-
fore we will take the tariff off, and 90
days will be the end of it. But that is
not the way those things work out. I
do not think we will get any feed under
this program, but whether we do or not,
we can expect the same arguments to
be made for a further extension. Most
of the bad legislation which we have on
the statute books now was passed to meet
some emergency supposed fo be tempo-
rary in its nature. These emergencies
never seem to end, however, and eventu-
ally the legislation becomes permanent
because vested interests are built up
while the temporary legislation is in
effect. Let me remind you also, as has
been so well stated by the able gentle-
woman from Illinois, what logical reason
is there for limiting this to feed? Why
not open it up and let us take the duty
off of everything which is being rationed
at this time?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas has expired.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr, Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, of course the procedure
here is to do anything and everything
possible to defeat this resolution. That
is exactly what this amendment would
do. Under the trade agreement with
Canada, if we lower the tariff they can-
not raise the price. Let us stop this
sniping at the people in the East and
fighting them in their desperate at-
tempt to get enough feed to save their
herds. Amendments ean be offered
here, of course, and I do not object to
that, and would let this debate run on
forever if necessary, but let us vote upon
the merits of this resolution, not just try
to kill it and make this a sectional fight.

Mr. COOFER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield? -

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to
the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. COOPER. The purpose of this
resolution is to allow badly needed feed
to come into this country for livestock
szd poultry, for a limited period of 90

ys.

Mr. REED of New York. That is all.
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Mr. COOPER. The adoption of this
amendment would defeat the purpose of
the resolution.

Mr. REED of New York. No question
about it,

Mr, HOPE, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to
the gentleman from Kansas.

Mr. HOPE. If what the gentleman
says is true and if what the gentleman
from Tennessee says is true, that there
is a provision in the reciprocal trade
agreement whereby Canada cannot add
to the price the amount we take off in
the way of duty, then how is my amend-
ment going to hurt anything so far as
Canada is concerned? Is it not a good
idea to have it in effect as far as other
countries are concerned with which we
do not have reciprocal trade agreements?

Mr. REED of New York. If we just
want to kill the bill by a series of such
amendments we can do it, ‘but I think
the thing to do is this. We have adopt-
ed amendments here which have had
merit. I think the time has come when
we had better close debate on this
amendment and proceed to voté. If the
House is against helping the farmers,
that is all right, but I am going to help
them as long as I have any opportunity
to do so with my vote. Of course, as has
just been suggested here, the owners of
the herds and the poultry people will
furnish some market for the wheat of
this country.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Hopel.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. Hopre), there
were—ayes 35, noes 90.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, we are about ready to
vote on this resolution. I think it has
been discussed very thoroughly this after-
noon and I am very much pleased that
it has been. I do not think we ought
to let these resolutions go through with-
out a thorough discussion of them.

As far as I am personally concerned, I
expressed my views on this resolution
early this afternoon. I am convinced it
will not bring in a pound more of grain,
that the funds are already available for
all we can buy, that the transportation is
the difficulty, and that the passage of
this resolution will cost the farmers, the
livestock feeders, the dairymen, and the
poultry producers more money for their
grain than they are paying at the pres-
ent time, the reason being that we are
going to remove these tariffs and open
up the competition not to the Federal
Government alone as the purchaser of
feed grains for our people but to anyone
who wants to go across the borders or
into any country on the face of the earth
and buy this grain.

As to this equalization fee, I think we
should keep in mind that we have a 42-
cenis-a-bushel tariff on wheat. If they
nurchase 150,000,000 bushels of wheat in
Canada from October 1, 1943, to October
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1, 1944—and that is what they are plan-
ning to do—it means $65,000,000 in
equalization fees for wheat, which will
be taken out of the Treasury of the
United States. It will not benefit a
single livestock producer or dairyman
or poultryman in this Nation. These
checks will be mailed to the farmers in
Canada after the cost of the administra-
tion of this program is deducted, they
will be mailed to the farmers who pro-
duce this grain, on the basis of the num-
ber of bushels sold. It is an equaliza-
tion fee that works like an allotment pay-
ment to farmers in foreign countries.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Ifir. CARLSON of Kansas. I yield to
the gentleman from California.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Dces not the
amount of money to which the gentle-
man just referred as cost to the Govern-
ment function in practically the same
category as a subsidy? ;

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. It would
be a subsidy to the Canadian farmers,
That is just what it would be.

Mr. SHEPPARD. It would be a sub-
sidy insofar as it applied to the Treasury
of the United States of America. g

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. It would
be a subsidy to the Canadian or any
other farmer. * It would not help our
farmers or our people:

Mr. SHEPPARD. But it would be a
subsidy.

Mr, CARLSON of EKansas. It would
be a subsidy to those people in foreign
countries. That is the reason I have
opposed this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN, There being no
further amendments, the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 2. The exemptions from duties pro-
vided for by this joint resolution shall be
subject to compliance with regulations to be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr., DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I

‘move that the Committee do now rise

and report the resolution back to the
House with sundry amendments, with
the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and that the resolu-
tion, as amended, do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. WHITTINGTON, Chairman of the Com-=-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
inittee, having had under consideration
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 171) to
permit the importation from foreign
countries free of duty, during a period
of 90 days, of certain grains and other
products to be used for livestock and
roultry feed, had directed him to report
the joint resolution back to the House
with sundry amendments, with the rec-
ommendation that the amendments bhe
agreed to and that the joint resolution
as amended do pass.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I
move the previous question on the joint
resolution and all amendments thereto
to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

10471

The SPEARKER. Is a separate vote
demanded on any amendment? If not,

the Chair will put them in gross.
The amendments were agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the joint resolution.
The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time and
was read the third time.
The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the joint resolution.
Mr. DOUGHTON, Mr, Speaker, I de-
mand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 255, nays 55, not voting 119,

as follows:
[Roll No. 166]
YEAS—255

Abernethy Gregory Merritt
Allen, La, Griffiths Merrow
Anderson, Callf, Gross Michener
Anderson, Gwynne Miller, Conn.

N. Mex. Hale Miller, Mo.
Andresen, Hall, Miller, Pa.

August H, Edwin Arthur Monroney
Angell Halleck Mott
Auchincloss Hancock Mruk
Barden Hare Mundt
Bates, Ky Harless, Arlz, Murphy
Bates, Mass Harness, Ind. Murray, Tenn.
Beall Harrls, Ark, Murray, Wis.
Beckworth Harris, Va. Myers
Bender Hart Newsome
Bennett, Mo Hartley Norman
Blackney Hays Norrell
Bloom Hébert Norton
Bolton Heffernan O’Brien, III.
Bonner Hendricks O'Brien, Mich,
Bradley, Pa. Herter O'Hara
Brooks Hess O'Konski
Brown, Ga. Hinshaw Outland
Brumbsaugh Hobbs Patton
Bryson Hoch Peterson, Fla,
Bulwinkle Hoffman Peterson, Ga. ,
Burch, Va. Holifield Pieifer
Burgin Holmes, Mass, Philbin
Butler Holmes, Wash., Pittenger
Camp Hull Ploeser
Capozzoll Izac Plumley
Carter Jeffrey Poage
Case Jenkins Poulson
Chapman “Johnson, Powers
Clark Anton J. Price
Cochran Johnson, Ind. Priest
Coffee Johnson, Rabaut
Cole, N. Y. Luther A, Ramey
Colmer Johnson, Ramspeck
Cooper Lyndon B. Randolph
Costello Johnson, Okla., Rankin
Courtney Johnson, Ward Reece, Tenn,
Cox Jonkman Reed, N. ¥,
Cravens Kean Richards
Crosser Keefe Rivers
Davis Eennedy Robertson
Delaney Keogh Rodgers, Pa.
Dilweg Eerr Rogers, Mass,
Dingell Kinzer Rolph
Disney Klein Rowan
Domengeaux  EKunkel Rowe
Dondero Landis Russell
Doughton Lanham Sadowskl
Drewry Larcade Sauthoff
Durham LeCompte Scanlon
Elliott LeFevre Behuetz
Ellison, Md, Lesinski Sheppard
Engle, Calif, Lewls, Ohio Sheridan
Fay Luce Short
Feighan Ludlow Simpson, Pa.
Fellows Lynch Smith, Maine
Fenton McCormack Smith, Va.
Fernandez McGehee Bmith, Wis.
Fisher McGregor Somers, N, Y.
Forand McEenzie Spence
Furlong McLean Springer
Gale MeMillan Stanley
Gamble McMurray Starnes, Ala.
Gathings McWilllams Stearns, N. H.
Gavagan Maas Stewart
Gavin Madden Sullivan
Goodwin Magnuson Sundstrom
Gordon Mahon Talbot
Gorski Maloney Talle
Gossett Manasco Tarver
Graham Marcantonio  Thomas, N, J.
Grant, Ala, Martin, Mass, Tibbott
Grant, Ind. May Tolan
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Towe
Treadway
Troutman
Vineon, Ga.
Voorhis, Calif,
Vorys, Ohio
Walter

Ward
‘Wasielewski

Allen, 111,
Arends

Arnold
Barrett
Bishop
Bradley, Mich,
Brehm

Brown, Ohio
Buffett
Burdick
Busbey
Carlson, Kans,
Carson, Ohlo
Chenoweth
Chiperfield
Church
Clevenger
Cole, Mo.
Crawford

Weuver
Weichel, Ohio
Weiss

Welch

West

White
Whittington
Wickersham
Wigglesworth

NAYS—65

Cunningham
Curtis
Day
Dewey
Dworshak
Eilis
Ellsworth
Gllchrist
Granger
Hagen
Heidinger
Hoeven
Hope
Horan
Howell
Jensen
Johnson,
Calvin D,
LaFollette
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Willey

Wilson
Winstead
Wolfenden, Pa.
Wolverton, N. J.
Woodruff, Mich.
Worley

Wright
Zimmerman

Lemke
Mansfield,
Mont.
Mason
Miller, Nebr.
O'Connor
Phillips
Pracht
Rees, Eans,
Rizley
Rockwell
Rohrbough
Schiffler
Scrivner
Simpson, Il
Stefan
Sumner, I,
Wheat
Winter

NOT VOTING—119

Andersen,

H. Carl
Andrews
Baldwin, Md.

Baldwin, N. ¥.

Barry
Bell

Bennett, Mich,

Bland
Boren
Boykin
Buckley

Burchill, N. ¥.

Byrne
Canfleld
Cannon, Fla,
Cannon, Mo,
Celler
Clason
Compton
Cooley
Cullen
Curley
D'Alesandro
Dawson
Dickstein
Dies
Dirksen
Douglas
Eaton
Eberharter
Elmer
Elston, Ohio
Engel, Mich.
Fish

Fitzpatrick
Flannagan
Fogarty
Folger

Ford
Fulbright

Fuller
Fulmer
Gallagher
Gearhart
Gerlach
Gibson
Gifford
Gillette
Gillie

Jarman
Jennings
Johnson,

J. Leroy
Jones
Judd
Eearney
Kee
Kefauver
Eelley
Kilburn
Kilday
King
Kirwan
Kleberg
Knutson
Lambertson
Lane
Le=a
Lewls, Colo.
MeCord
McCowen
Mansfield, Tex.
Martin, Iowa
Mills
Monkiewicz

Morrison, La.
Morrison, N. C,
Murdock
O'Brien, N. Y.
O'Leary
O'Neal
O'Toole

Pace

Patman

Reed, IIl.
Robinson, Utah
Robsion, Ey.
Rogers, Calif,
Sabath
Basscer
Satterfield
Schwabe
Scott

Shafer

Bikes
Slaughter
Smith, Ohio
Bmith, W. Va.
Snyder
Sparkman
Stevenson
Stockman
Sumners, Tex.
Taber

Taylor
Thomas, Tex.
Thomason
Vincent, Ky.
Vursell
Wadsworth
Wene
Whelchel, Ga
Whitten
Wolcott
Woodrum, Va.

So the House joint resolution was

passed.

The clerk announced the following

pairs:

On this vote:
Mr. Enutson for, with Mr. Vursell, against.
Until further notice:
General pairs:

Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Dirksen.
Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Judd.
Mr. Morrison of Loulsiana with Mr. Shafer.

Mr.

O'Leary with Mr. Taylor.

Mr. D'Alesandro with Mr. Wolcott.
Mr. Celler with Mr. Kilburn.

Mr, Fulbright with Mr. Compton,
Mr. Cullen with Mr. Gillie,
Mr. Lane with Mr. Jones.

Mr. O'Toole with Mr, Taber.

Mr. Bland with Mr. Clason.
Mr. Barry with Mr. Lambertson.
Mr, Curley with Mr. Gillette.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Dickstein with Mr. Fish.

Mansfield of Texas with Mr, Elmer,
Buckley with Mr. Reed of Illinois.
Jarman with Mr, Schwabe.

Mr. Burchill of New York with Mr. Jen-
nings.

Mr. Eefauver with Mr. Gallagher,

Mr. Baldwin of Maryland with Mr. Eaton.,

Mr, Byrne with Mr. O'Brien of New York.

Mr. Sasscer with Mr. Douglas.

Mr. Fogarty with Mr. Bennett of Michigan.

Mr. Bell with Mr. Fuller,

Mr. Jackson with Mr. Stockman.

Mr. Thomason with Mr. Robsion of Een-
tucky.

Mr. Sabath with Mr. Gifford.

Mr. Pace with Mr. Monkiewicz.

Mr. Sikes with Mr. Scott.

Mr. Cooley with Mr. Hill.

Mr. Sparkman with Mr, Eearney.

Mr. Eberharter with Mr. McCowen.
2 Mr. Smith of West Virginia with Mr. Can-

eld.

Mr. Morrison of North Carolina with Mr.
Baldwin of New York.

Mr. Whelchel of Georgia "with Mr. Steven-
son,

Mr,

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Thomas of Texas with Mr. Wadsworth.
Satterfield with Mr, J. LeRoy Johnson.
King with Mr. Elston of Ohio,
Slaughter with Mr. Andrews.

Mr. O'Neal with Mr, Engel of Michigan.

Mr. Cannon of Missourl with Mr. Leonard
W. Hall.

Mr. Folger with Mr. Gearhart.

Mr. Eleberg with Mr. Smith of Ohio.

Mr. Robinson of Utah with Mr. Gerlach.

Mr. Kee with Mr. Martin of Iowa.

Mr., EBERHARTER. Mr, Speaker, I
desire to vote yea.

The SPEAKER. Do¢s the gentleman
qualify?

Mr. EBERHARTER. I do not, Mr.
Speaker.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to be per-
mitted to print in the Appendix of the
REecorp my remarks by including a state-
ment of an opinion rendered by the At-
torney General of the United States with
reference to the Elk Hills contract, not-
withstanding the fact that it is three and
four-fifths pages of the CoONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, at a cost of $171.

The SPEAEER. Notwithstanding that
and without objection the extension may
be made.

There was no objection,

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend the remarks I made today and to
include a quotation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. Maas] may extend
his own remarks in the Recorp and the
gentleman from New York [Mr, An-
DREWS] may extend his remarks.

" The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow,
after the regular business and all spe-
cial orders, I may address the House for
15 minutes.
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The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?
There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FORAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp and include therein an
article by the Honorable Perry Belmont,
former Member of this House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection,

Mr. SADOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include a statement on the
F.E.P.C.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman? -

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in three instances and
to include therein in each instance an
editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS

Mr. REED of New York. MTr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers who spoke on this resolution today
may be given the opportunity of extend-
ing their remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr, Spéaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include an
editorial by Raymond Clapper.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to include, in the ex-
tension of my remarks made during the
debate today, certain excerpts.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REcorp and in-
clude therein a Gallup poll recently
taken,

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. MorrisoN] be per-
mitted to extend his own remarks in the
record and include therein a copy of a
letter which has been addressed to mem-
bers of the School Bus Drivers Associa-
tion of Louisiana.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

(By unanimous consent, Mr, SHEPPARD
and Mr. Hays were granted permission to
extend their own remarks in the REc-
ORD.)

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and
include a poem entitled “A Friend.”

The SPEAEER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. DWORSHAK., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
8 brief letter, '

The SPEAKER. Isthere ebjection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from West
Virginia [Mr. ScHIFFLER] is recognized
for 15 minutes.

THE PEOPLE ARE ON TO IT

Mr. SCHIFFLER. Mr, Speaker, ex-
perience is the greatest of all teachers.
Lessons learned by experience usually
make a deep impression and furnish true
guideposts for future conduet. Most in-
telligent pecple know enough to learn
from experience. It is apparent that
many in Government agencies and
bureaus, funectioning over the past 10 or
12 years, have not manifested enough
intelligence to benefit from the experi-
ences had with the American people. I
think it can be safely said, without fear
of successful contradiction, that inde-
pendence and freedom form a part of
and manifest themselves in American
character and that these traits are
possessed by every red-blooded Ameri-
can,

The American people are becoming
mad—fighting mad, and thoroughly dis-
gusted at the manner in which they
have been treated during the past few
years by the self-appointed guardians of
human liberty and conduct, who are en-
deavoring to control every thought, word,
and action of every American citizen. It
might be well, here and now, to serve
notice upon the planners and bureau-
crats who have designed {otalitarian
regimentation as the garment to be fitted
to every American citizen, that it just
will not work. The people of this coun-
try do not want it and will not have it.

The efforts to bypass the Constitution
of the United States and the laws made
in pursuance thereof, as well as the eco-
nomic system prevailing in this country,
is apparent to every intelligent American,
They are on to it and are not being
fooled. The clever methods used in
propaganda and processes of infiltration
are also known to the average American
citizen. It does not suit them, and they
do not propose to have it. The American
citizen loves and worships God, has a
deep and abiding patriotism, and is de-
voted to country, Constitution, and flag.
For the defense of these he is willinz to
give all, In return, he expects these
things to provide him with what they
guarantee him; that is, freedom to wor-
ship according to the dictates of con-
science; freedom to assemble and discuss
problems of mutual interest; freedom of
speech, the press, and radio; freedom to
work and fo progress to a better life; and
freedom from want and insecurity. To
secure these benefits he is willing, if nec-
essary to pay the supreme sacrifice. This
is overwhelmingly demonstrated by the
courageous conduct of our beloved ones
in the armed forces, whose acts of brav-
ery and sacrifice are unequaled in all
history. The efforts of the planners to
regiment and strait-jacket him in his
life have utterly failed., They may just
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as well quit. The day of boondoggling
and subtle maneuvering is at an end.
Men and women in Government places,
either high or low, have got to give some-
thing back to the American people in
the nature of substantial and construc-
tive services, else they are going io be
turned out, and mighty soon.

History over the past 10 or 12 years
discloses an immense amount-of boon-
doggling, bungling, inefficiency, and
waste. This is now apparent to all
Americans. First came the N. R. A, with
laudable objectives, and which undoubt-
edly could have accomplished much if
the human element had been recognized
and cooperative constructive efforts
used instead of attempting to coerce and
drive Americans., Its purpose was.to
spread employment and business at a
time when such was direly needed in this
Nation.

The public-works program in which
boondoggling and politics were of para-
mount importance, rather than honest
employment of free American men and
women to do a good job with a decent
living wage. Also came the farm-con-
trol program in which the American
farmers were regimented and were com-
pelled to plow under the crops, slaughter
their pigs, and engage in like destruec-
tive and unnatural practices of so vitally
needed food, while the masses in the
cities were in dire need of such food. I
might also enumerate other agencies of
Government under the sponsorship of
the New Deal that sought to mix the
elimination of misery and want with
power and politics, and which, in every
instance, miserably failed. All of this
forms a part of the history of our Nation
over the past dozen years.

Two years ago we became engaged in a
gigantic conflict of arms—a global war.
This is something in which all of our
resources were and are required to pro-
duce victory. Did the boondoggling,
politics, bungling, inefficiency, and waste
stop? Positively no. It seemed only to
encourage the planners to take advan-
tage of this catastrophe and to grab con-
trol of all the sources of power over the
economic structure in our Nation to
further prosecute their designs for to-
talitarian regimentation. I do not mean
to say that every person employed by the
Government is guilty of these offenses.
Many of them are not guilty. Even
many of them occupying high places are
not guilty, but either due to inadvertence,
negligence, or failure to keep their eyes
open to their surroundings, they became
a part of this movement. It is now time
for an awakening by those within the

. structure of our Government, else they

also shall be judged guilty and with
promptness turned out of office.

The Office of War Information was set
up to give prompt and factual statements
to the public of the part that we are per-
forming in this war. They were also
permitted to carry on, so far as is con-
sistent with the purposes of this war,
propaganda in enemy territory. This
was a necessary and proper function. A
voluntary censorship was set up with
which the American press fully and
wholeheartedly cooperated, and which,
to the best of my knowledge, has sacredly
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observed the rules laid down. However,
the Office of War Information became
infiltrated with many of those un-
sympathetic to our constitutional form
of government and our economic system,
and deliberately utilized their high office
to assimilate propaganda in pursuance
of their individual political philosophies.
In fact, it seemed they were more inter=
ested in accomplishing this than in giv=
ing to the American people full and com=
plete news regarding our progress and
action in this war in which every Amer-
ican has a deep and continuing iaterest.
It was a year after Pearl Harbor be-
fore we knew the nature of this catas=
trophe. Time after time important and
material information has been withheld
from the American people. Are we in-
fants? Are we to be trusted, or are we
incapable of self-government? Recently
we have had another demonstration of
the inaptness of this agency—the Gen-
eral Patton incident. The Cairo and
Teheran conferences stories were given
to us from outside sources. Much of our
daily news comes to us from foreign
capitals. The American people can take
it whether it is good or bad. They need
not be treated as imbeciles or morons.

The Office of Price Administration was
created for the express purpose of creat-
ing ceiling prices preventing inflation
and of providing for the uniform dis-
tribution of available food and other
commodities for civilian use. Unfor-
tunately for the country, it failed to
carry out its original purposes in a care-
ful and efficient manner, and as a result
has had heaped upon it much criticism
and the severest condemnation, When
Mr. Chester Bowles assumed the role of
Administrator he publicly proclaimed
that from that time forward the Office of
Price Administration would be vitally in=
terested in the problem of fair rationing
at rigid prices and would abandon its
practices in an attempt to control profits
of American industry and business. Of
course this statement was only in con-
firmation of factual evidence secured by
the select committee of the House of
Representatives which had discovered
that a design or plan was in operation
in the Office of Price Administration
whereby the primary purpose of that
office was to regulate and control profits
rather than to see that ceiling prices
were established and rigidly maintained
for the protection of the consumer and
providing for the uniform distribution
of available civilian goods. Now it has
come to pass that in this program the
Office of Price Adminisiration and the
War Food Administration in attempting
to apply policies strange in form to our
land of pioneers and freemen, the ware-
houses, freezing plants, and even docks
are filled to capacity with foods, and that
very shortly they are going to have to
disgorge. Just how much they Rave
nobody seems to know. Just what will
be done with it they seem to know less
about. Millions of pounds of butter,
milk, eggs, fruit, vegetables, and other
commodities, are threatened with imme-
diate speilage and will spoil unless im-
mediately released for early use by the
American consumer,
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The farmer does not know what to do
with his livestock today. He can neither

feed it nor sell it. He has not been able
to buy the feed to keep it and the pack-
ing houses have not been in any position
to handle it because their refrigerators
are filled to capacity. Likewise, the re-
frigerators of the distributors are filled
to capacity and the poor supplicating
public does not have the point values
.to buy this surplus of meat. Much of
this is threatened with spoilage unless
there is an immediate and drastic re-
adjustment in the policy of the O. P. A.
and the immediate reduction or aboli-
tion of point values on certain foods, so
that the consumer can purchase and use
such. The entire food situation is in
very bad condition due to improper han-
dling and unless there is an immediate
drastic readjustment with the release for
consumer purchases of a vast quantity
of now stored food, the country is in for
& terrific explosion that will rock the
very foundation of bureaucracy and cer-
tainly will be followed by a sweeping
house cleaning of inepts and of inefii-
cients.

I would like to give you some idea of
the feeling and temper of the people at
this time, and I do not refer to the elec-
tions held last month over the country,
and last week in the State of Kentucky,
which I think very accurately reflect the
thoughts of the people. On the con-
trary, I shall tell you of something that
happened only last Saturday in a sub-
stantial and thriving Pennsylvania city
and which is indicative of the feeling and
temper of the American people, and
Which in itself should be sufficient warn-
ing to the policy makers or designers of
& new economy, that the American peo-
ple did not order any such thing, do not
want it, and will not have it. Just let
me read to you a press dispatch appear-
ing in the Washington Star, Saturday,
December 4, 1943:

PUNXSUTAWNEY, PA., December 4.—An at-
tempt of an O. P. A. agent to enforce ceiling
prices on farm machinery at an auction sale
on a farm near here resulted in 700 irate
farmers forcing the agent to leave. Threat-
ening to overturn his car If he did not leave,
the farmers escorted the agent to his auto-
mobile, Then they returned to the business
of buying farm equipment, some of which
reportedly was eold at prices which the O.
P. A, would brand as exorbitant.

The incident reflects the general feeling
running throughout the length and breadth
of the land today. It is the same sort of a
feeling that ran throughout the length and
breadth of the Thirteen Original Colonies
immediately preceding the American Revo-
lution and which precipitated the Boston
Tea Party. I know the American people are
too sensible and substantlal to think of a
revolution in which blood is shed, They are
united such as they have never heretofore
been united in support of our Government.
The ballot supplies the means for the people
o revolt in our country, and it is used in-
telligently and wisely whenever the people
become dissatisfied, and while they are united
as never before and intent upon the winning
of the war at any cost they are likewise
becoming equally as well united In their
effort to secure an economical, efficient, and
businesslike administration of the affairs of
government. Let those who try to reform
the American pecple in thelr thought and
methods take heed. The spirit of independ-
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ence and the prevailing determination to pre-
eerve liberty and constitutional government
burns as hot in the breast of the American
today as it did in '78. They don't want a
mangged economy. They don’t want totali-
tarian regimentation, and they are not going
to have it. The people are on to what is
going on in the Government bureaus and
agencies and they are against it. The Amer-
ican 1s not always fooled. The ballot is the
means to a free, prosperous, secure, and pro-
gressive America, and the American people
are intelligent enough to know how and when
to most effectively use it.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts., Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include therein a communication from
the Public Buildings Commission of
Massachusetts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BeckwoRTH). TUnder the previous order
of the House the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr, JongmaN] is recognized for 20
minutes,

Mr, JONKMAN, Mr. Speaker, it is
now over 52 months since H. R. 2837,
the so-called Fulmer bill, for the appoint-
ment of a single food administrator and
other purposes, was reported out of the
Committee on Agriculture. It has the
unanimous support of the committee
consisting of 14 Democrats and 12 Re-
publicans. Nevertheless, most of this
time the bill has lain dormant in the
Rules Committee which, for reasons that
are becoming more and more obvious,
has refused to grant a rule and let the
bill come on for hearings before the
House. Time and again without avail
Members in the Well of this House have
pleaded that this bill, advocated by the
Republican Congressional- Food Study
Committee, be heard, while other meas-
ures thoroughly unsound but purported
to have the same objective, are engaging
the attention of the Congress and the
public.

One of these measures is consumer sub-
sidies which has been repudiated by this

House and is now before another body."

1t is becoming more and more obvious
that this is in reality a fight between two
philosophies of economy. The philos-
ophy of a controlled economy, which is
exemplified in consumers’ subsidies, has
barred consideration of the Fulmer bill
as an agency of a free economic philos-
ophy. .

No sane American will deny that the
aim of a successful war economy must be
to stimulate and increase production and
at the same time discourage and de-
crease consumption wherever possible.
About the time of our entry into the war
the President said that his administra-
tion would furnish the people with both
guns and butter, but it was not long be-
fore he was compelled to admit that the
American people would have to tighten
their belts and accept a lower standard
of living during the war. While it may
be a question as to which philesophy he
is working under at the present time, it
is an inescapable fact that in an all-out
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war such as we are engaged in, we can-
not have both guns and butter in full
measure; that we must make sacrifices;
that we must accept a reduced standard
of living, and that we must as a conse-
quence endure inflation in a greater or
lesser degree.

The only way to ameliorate this low=
ered standard of living caused by the de-
mands of production for war and its di-
version from normal channels is to in-
crease production in those normal chan-
nels. This the Fulmer bill will accom-
plish, as has been stated time and time
again. It is impossible for 10 or more
agencies competing with each other for
power, with their resultant indecisions,
procrastinations, conflict of authorities,
clash of personalities, and lack of under-
standing to bring our production of food-
stuffs to its highest capacity.

It is equally impossible for such a con-
glomeration of agencies to effect eco-
nomical distribution. We have heard
numerous reports of administration
hoarding and waste, Some time ago we
learned that the War Food Administra-
tion was hoarding over 200,000,000
pounds of butter, or enough for a year’s
supply for our fighting forces. We were
told it would stop buying until next
April. The public may well wonder how
much of this butter has spoiled. About
the middle of November last, I was told
that for a whole week the Food Distribu-
tion Administration was working over-
time securing shipping on the Atlantic
seaboard and securing labor and ice to
pack cars with butter for shipment to
Atlantic seaports to get the butter out of
the United States. The question may
well be asked how much of this butter
had spoiled and was that the reason of
their hysteria to get it out of the country,
It has been stated by reliable sources that
millions of eggs in administration ware-
houses have spoiled in storage, and the
same has been reported of canned goods
of various kinds. I have been reliably
informed that upon inquiry for specific
foods in stock piles, it sometimes took
several weeks to locate them.

With so many agencies having their
fingers in the pie, we cannot readily ex-
pect different results. On the other
hand, a single food administrator with a
competent organization clothed with
power coequal to his responsikility would
bring order out of this chaos and insure
greater production with less waste, there-
by ameliorating one of the chief causes
of inflation. 2

However, instead of thus encouraging
and cooperating with a free economy for
the greatest possible production, the
“palace guard” prefers to continue a con-
dition of chaos, thereby not only pro-
moting but insuring a continuation of
their doctrine of scarcity, which consti-
tutes a necessary basis for controlled
economy. This in the face of the fact
that as the United States has been the
arsenal of democracy in the war, they
propose that we shall also function as
the granary of the world, especially in
the early post-war period. Such an un-
dertaking, in addition to supplying our
own food, greatly emphasizes the fact
that measures must be employed which
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will insure the greatest possible produc-
tion and at the same time discourage un-
necessary consumption and waste.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JONKMAN., Gladly.

Mr. JENKINS, Is it not a fact that in
the gentleman’s study, and I know the
gentleman has made a very exhaustive
study of lease-lend purchases, is it not
a fact that as far as the genileman
knows—1I will say it is as far as I know—
that the New Deal has at no time done
anything that has been decisively en-
couraging of production?

Mr. JONKMAN. They have done
absolutely the confrary: discouraged
production to create a state of scarcity
upon which their doctrine of controlled
economy must be based.

Mr. JENKINS, In other words, the
old doctrine of kill the liftle pigs is still
prevalent among them.

Mr. JONKMAN. Absolutely.

Mr, WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. Is.itnot also true that
we have had greater production-of food-
stuffs in the last 2 years than at any
other time in the history of the country?

Mr, JONKMAN. Yes; but that was
due to the fact that we had two of the
finest seasons in succession that were
ever known in the history of the country.
We cannot bank upon that all the time.
The Lord wants us to help ourselves as
well,

Mr, WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield further?

Mr, JONKMAN. I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. I thank the Almighty
and I am very grateful for His bounty,
but is it not true that when the produc-
tion goes up the administration does
not have anything to do about it, but
when there is some impairment of pro-
duction the administration is immedi-
ately blamed? I am nsuggesting that
there might be an unfairness in our
blaming the administration in the mid-
dle of an all-out war. While our
economy has not worked perfectly, that
it has worked as well as it has I think is a
credit to this administration and not a
discredit.

Mr., JONKMAN. Let me say to the
gentleman that the farmers in the last
2 years have worked longer hours per day
than ever before. They have had to work
under exceptional hardships during the
past two seasons when they were not
given the machinery or the manpower
they were entitled to. If we had a one-
man administrator who would correlate
this with the war effort I think we could
expect much better results from our ef-
forts.

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not want to take
all the gentleman’s time, but I think the
gentleman's position was not unreason-
able and I was inclined to agree with him
until a couple of months ago. When I
thought a little further about it I felt
that perhaps the control of all prices
should be in one agency rather than the
control of all food in one agency.

Mr. JONKMAN. The gentleman was
right up to 2 months ago.
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Mr. WRIGHT, It is possible the gen-
tleman was right, but I still think my
position is correct.

Mr. JONKMAN. This, as I have said
before, will be accomplished by the Ful-
mer hill, and the Fulmer bill therefore
is the answer to inflation, which can be
supplemented only by voluntary reduc-
tion of consumption and waste by the
people themselves. It constitutes as
nearly as possible in wartime the function
of Government regulation and coopera-
tion with a free economy.

However, the -controlled-economy-
minded administration will have none
of this. Its controlled-economy addicts
claim that the only measures adapted to
the prevention of inflation are consum-
ers' subsidies. Moreover, they boldly ac-
cuse their opponents of inconsistency if
the latter have in the past voted for
copper and similar producers’ subsidies,

To drive home the error of this accusa-
tion, it is perhaps appropriate to again
advert to the aim of a sound wartime
economy, which, as we said before, must
be to stimulate and increase production
and at the same time discourage and
decrease consumption wherever possible.
In this connection there has not been
sufficient emphasis on the difference
between producers’ subsidies and con-
sumers’ subsidies. Producers’ subsidies
stimulate and encourage production,
while they have but little effect on
consumption. Inasmuch as they in-
crease the supply, they are therefore de-
flationary. On the other hand consum-
ers’ subsidies encourage and increase
consumption and waste while they have
no effect on production. Inasmuch as
under them production is stationary and
they tend to deplete the supply more
rapidly, they are of course inflationary.
The very fact that they are based upon
the assumption that many people will
not buy at existing prices or cannot buy
at existing prices as the case may be,
but will purchase at the reduced price—
made up to the distributors or proces-
sors by the subsidy—demonstrates this
fact. The resulting greater demand or
scramble to consume which is the very
basis of consumers’ subsidies, in itself off-
sets any benefit to the consumer by this
increased demand and consumption, and
thereby the subsidy defeats itself and its
purpose.

In other words, as far as inflation {s
concerned, producers’ subsidies and con-
sumers’ subsidies are diametrically op=-
posites; the first reducing inflation and
the second increasing it under all cir-
cumstances. The fallacy of consumers’
subsidies is further emphasized by claims
such as4vere made by the majority lead-
er in the debate on the Commodity Credit
Corporation bill. The distinguished
gentleman from Massachusetts spent
nearly all of his time tracing the increase
in recent years of excessive purchasing
power. It seems to be his claim that
the 35,000,000,000 estimated excess pur-
chasing power in 1943 was the main
cause of threatened runaway inflation
and the reason for the proposed billion
or so of consumers’ subsidies. In other
words, 35,000,000,000 of excessive pur-
chasing power is inflationary and
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threatens destructive inflation, but 36,-
000,000,000 is deflationary and will pre-
vent further inflation.”™ The fallacy of |
this reasoning is obvious.

Walter Lippmann, in his column last
Saturday, admitted sled-length that con-
sumers’ subsidies are inflationary. But |
he seeks to argue that this inflationary
force or influence can become anti-in<
flationary only because we are in the ab- |
nor:aal situation where the Government
itself is a principal consumer,

He says:

If we were not in this abnormal situation,
then obviously a Government subsidy to |
hold prices would be inflationary in that it |
increased the popular purchasing power by
the amount of the subsidy.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, JONKMAN, I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Did the
gentleman happen to see the column of
Walter Lippmann which I inserted in
the Recorp a few days ago? It was his
column for November 30. I have been
interested in the gentleman’s point of
view. In that column Walter Lippmann
pointed out what he contended, and I
think correctly, was an inconsistency in
the action of a majority of the House
when it voted to forbid subsidies, on the
one hand, on the ground there was
plenty of purchasing power in the coun-
try, and on the very next day passed a
most inadequate tax bill. In other
words, his contention was that the House
must have heen wrong one day or the
other. If there was an abundance of
purchasing power available, then we
should have passed a tax bill commen-
surate with that fact in order to come
closer to paying for the war as we go
along. If there were not that purchasing
power, we should have been concerned

“with the fact that if prices rose a good

many people would be in trouble.

Mr, JONKMAN, I shall show the er-
rors of his reasoning in a moment.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Does
the gentleman think Walter Lippmann
was wrong in his contention?

Mr. JONEKMAN, Yes.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. The
gentleman thinks the House was con-
sistent on those 2 days?

Mr. JONEMAN, Absolutely.

He continues:

The critics would then be quite right. But
in our present situation the Government
itself 1s not only a great consumer but it has
an unlimited supply of purchasing power.
Therefore, the more the Government has to
pay for what it buys, the more inflationary

- money it will issue to get what it needs; the

less it has to pay, because prices are kept
down, the less inflationary money it has to
put into circulation. For this special rea=
son and Iin these special circumstances, sub-
sldies which prevent a general rise of prices
are, if correctly administered, contrainfla-
tionary, The cost of the subsidies is more
than washed out by the much greater saving
which comes from the Government’'s not
having to pay higher prices for goods and
for labor,

It will immediately be noted that there
are a couple of if’s and contingencies in
the premise from which Mr. Lippmann
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draws his conclusion of contrainflation,
For he says:

Subsidies which prevent a general rise of
prices—if correctly administered—are con-
trainflationary.

What kind of subsidies does he mean
when he speaks of “subsidies which pre-
vent a general rise in prices?” Certainly
not a consumers’ subsidy, for he has al-
ready said that “it would be inflationary
in that it increased the popular purchas-
ing power by the amount of the subsidy.”
That is therefore not in itself a subsidy
which will prevent a general rise in
prices. He is begging the whole ques-
tion. . Moreover he states that these un-
known, unidentified subsidies must be
correctly administered to affect contra-
inflation. It is inconceivable that an
administration addicted to a controlled
economy bhased upon a spend-and-spend
program, could even begin to correctly
administer such a spree.

It is axiomatic of course that any
sound measure—whether subsidy or
what have you—which would prevent a
further or general rise in prices would
be contrainflationary, It is also true
that if consumers’ subsidies, whether
they are sound or unsound, would be
accepted as a permanent substitute for
wage increases by all of the elements
demanding wage increases, they would
probably solve that problem. But they
will not be so accepted.

Mr, WRIGHT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. JONEMAN. I yield tothe gentle-
man from Pennsylvania,

Mr, WRIGHT. The gist of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoNrONEY] which
very nearly carried the House, tried to
tie prices to wages. The amendment
would have allowed the use of subsidies
only as long as there was not a general
increase in wages. Does not the gentle-
man think that is a sound approach?

Mr. JONKMAN. No; I think it is a
snare and a delusion. Either consumer
subsidies are sound or they are unsound.
You cannot say 10 percent is sound but
100 percent is unsound.

Once it becomes clear by experience
that consumers’ subsidies are in them-
selves inflationary; that they do not
make food cheaper or more easily oh-
tainable; that they are merely a snare
and g delusion thrown out to tempo-
rarily avoid demands for increased
wages, the increased wage problem will
have to be faced anyway, In fact, their
use so far has already demonstrated

their failure to stop wage increases or

reduce the cost of living.

In the meantime we will have saddled
on the people a more stupendous bu-
reaucracy and dictatorship than even
this bureaucracy-ridden generation ever
witnessed. For this bureaucracy will
not stop at spending a billion a year.
To realize this it is well to look back just
a few months in the history of .consum-
ers’ subsidies,

In the early part of this year the
President contemplated and began the
use of public funds for consumers’ sub-
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sidies. It was claimed by many people
and Members of Congress that this was
a usurpation of powers not vested in him.
It will be remembered that in July of this
year both Houses of Congress passed a
Commodity Credit Corporation bill con-
taining a prohibition against the use of
public moneys for such subsidies.

Again it will be recalled that this bill
was vetoed by the President which was
his constitutional prerogative. This
made the use of the taxpayers’ money
for consumers’ subsidies the law of the
land under constitutional processes un-
less and until Congress changed it by
overriding the veto. We all know that
the House failed to muster the two-
thirds vote to override the veto and then
passed a bill extending the life of the
Commodity Credit Corporation without
the prohibition against consumers’ sub-
sidies. Clearly this did not leave the
matter of consumers' subsidies hanging
in mid-air. While it in all probability
was a ustrpation of power before the at-
tempted legislation, Congress by its fail-
ure to prohibit use of public money for
such subsidies by a two-thirds vote,
which it could have done, made it the law
of the land and gave the President an-
other blank check,

Flushed with this victory and the blank
check, were the bureaucrats content to
continue their experiments with sub-
sidies of a few cents on butter, beef, and
coffee? Indeed not. If I remember
correctly this legislation was before the
Congress the day before we adjourned
for the recess last summer. I had hardly
gotten back to my district when I read
in the newspapers that under the con-
firmed powers, the administration was
planning machinery to buy up all the
basic foodstuffs direct from the produc-
ers and distribute them to the consumers
either through Government or private
distribution centers; that they would be
sold at whatever price the administra-
tion saw fit, and the loss would be made
up by subsidies. It was even stated that
Congress would not oppose the scheme,

It is true that since that time there has
not been much further public disclosure
of this plan or machinery., Forceful
public and congressional reaction has
probably made the bureaucrats cautious.
But that is the result to which consum-
ers’ subsidies must inevitably lead. Such
a8 feeding of the entire population as
public charges by the administration
with printing press money is the objec-
tive of the apostles of a controlled econ-
omy.

However, it is fortunate that the palace
guard disclosed and overplayed its hand.
It has served to put the American people
on guard. The people know that in Eu-
rope wherever it has been tried, begin-
ning with the Roman Empire, there is
not a single instance in which subsidies
in the long run were used successfully in
stemming the tide of inflation. On the
contrary, they always caused inflation-
ary chaos and disaster.

It is encouraging to find that the Mem-
bers of the House are awakening to the
danger. In the first vote on June 25 last,
the vote was 244 against and 108 for sub-
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sidies. The vote to override on July 2
was 228 against and 154 for. In the last
vote on November 23, the vote was 278
against and 117 for, or almost two-and-
a-half to one against subsidies.

This is encouraging. Congress must
not be intimidated by threats of blame
for inflation or appeals antagonizing the
so-called white collar workers. Most of
these know that food subsidies would not
as much as get them a mess of pottage,
and that it is more dangerous than a
mirage, notwithstanding the fact that
they have been the greatest sufferers of
“palace guard” maladministration.

Consumers subsidies must be defeated
and inasmuch as proponents frantically
ask what other remedy have you, our
answer is sound measures based upon
American principles of which H. R.
2837, the Fulmer bill, is one, Again I
repeat, this bill should be brought on for
hearing before the House. Ifs immedi-
ate passage and application to our econ-
omy would largely solve our problem.

THE LATE VINCENT F. HARRINGTON

Mr, HOEVEN. Mr., Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. HoEVEN]?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, it is my
sad duty to announce to the House that
former Congressman Vincent F. Har-
rington, of Sioux City, Iowa, who for-
merly represented the Ninth Distriet of
Jowa, died of a heart attack in England.
His death has just been confirmed by
The Adjutant General of the Army, He
was a major of the Army Air Transport
in England at the time of his death.

He served in the Seventy-fifth, Sev-
enty-sixth, and Seventy-seventh Con-
gresses and resigned during his last term
to enter the Army Air Corps. He served
with distinction as a Member of the
House of Representatives and will be
missed by all who knew him,

I join a host of friends in paying re-
spect to his memory and extend my sin-
cere sympathy to his wife and children
and to the other members of his family,

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Under
previous special order of the House, the
gentleman from California [Mr. Voor-
His] is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, the news that has just been
brought to us by our colleague from Iowa
strikes very deeply in my own mind and
heart. Vincent Harrington was one of
my very best friends and he was one of
the most conscientious, earnest Mem-
bers of Congress I ever served with. He
was an all-American football star at
Notre Dame. He came here from a dis-
trict in northwestern Iowa where he al-
ways had a tough ficht to be elected.
He was able to be elected in that district
largely because of his sterling personal
qualities. When the war came along,
he offered his services as he had done
previously. His loss is going to be felt
throughout the length and breadth of
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this country by the people of his district,
by his colleagues in the House, and by
our armed forces in which he served with
such distinction.

Mr, Speaker, I requested this time to-
day before I knew that the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr, Brooxs] was going
to follow me with a special order. It so
happens I know what the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr, Brooks] is going
to speak about and I want to devote a
couple of minutes of my time to preface
what his remarks are going to be.

We have heard recently, and very
properly so—I have made one of them
myself—appeals for immediate action to
take care of the needs and to meet the
contingencies of the men who are now
and will in increasing numbers be dis-
charged from the armed forces. Scme
of the statements that I have heard in
the House about this matter have simply
been appeals that Congress ought to do
something about it. The speech of the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BRooks],
on the contrary, is going to be a specific
outline of something we can do about
it and he is going to outline for us a bill
which he introduced today, I believe,
that will meet, in my judgment, the first
basic problem.

I confess that I have been working on
a bill myself, which would have been a
very simply measure, the whole purpose
being to.require that on the date of dis-
charge every man be given a pamphlet
describing to him precisely what his
rights, entitlements, and benefits are
under the laws regarding veterans. I
am not introducing that bill and the
reason I am not introducing it is because
I am convinced that the gentleman from
Louisiana, a member of the Military
Affairs Committee, has dealt with that
problem more completely in his bill than
my own simple proposal would have
done. I want to express here and now
my appreciation for the fine and earnest
work the gentleman from Louisiana has
done and will do on this matter.

I still believe that every man should
pbe provided with such printed factual
information so that he will know exactly
what his entitlements are. I am in-
formed that the gentleman from Loui-
siana will not only include that in his
bill but that it will also include a basic
provision for a 3 months’ furlough before
g man is finally discharged, during which
time he will no longer be in active serv-
ice but will still receive pay and allow=-
ances as a member of the armed service.
This 3 months’ period he may use in any
way he sees fit toward making his
adjustment back into civilian life. Dur-
ing this 3 months’ period he will be en-
titled to receive full cooperation and
benefit from the Veterans’ Administra-
tion, from the Employment Services,
and from every other governmental
agency that can minister to his needs
and will salso have the advantage and
assistance of all the veterans’ organiza-
tions in assisting him in filing any claims
that he may legitimately have.

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman
yield? ;
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Mr. VOORHIS of California. May I
say to the gentleman that I do not mean
to make his speech for him. However, I
am deeply interested in this matter. I
gladly yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BROOKS. I am very happy to
realize that the gentleman has devoted
much time and attention to a subject that
is so vital to this Congress at the pres-
ent time and to the country generally.
I think the gentleman’s idea is very
good. A bulletin containing a statement
of the rights and benefits and preferences
to which veterans are entitled when
they are discharged ought to be in the
hands of every man. In one hand he
should have the discharge and in the
other hand that bulletin.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I
much obliged to the gentleman.

I have been concerned about this sub-
ject because I have known of a few in-
stances where I believe men have been
discharged with medical discharges and
where they just have not known what
their entitlements were. I think they
should have known before they were
discharged.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WRIGHT. I have been very much
concerned lately—and perhaps the
gentleman knows something about it—
about these veterans who have received
some sort of a mental or psychic shock.
Quite frequently they were apparently
all right before they got into the serv-
ice, but I have heard of several cases
where they had been in the service only
a short time, and possibly the doctors
were too zealous in trying to prove that
their disability was not service-connected.
I hesitate to criticize the armed services
at any time, because I believe the war is
being well handled, and I think our
Army and Navy are being well handled,
but it strikes me that the doctors should
lean over backward to try to find service
connection in the case of mental shocks
that have arisen in this war., I am told
that mental injuries comprise a large

am

portion of the injuries that are received ,

by our soldiers. May I have the gentle-
man’s comment on that?

Mr. VOORHIS of California. My
comment is that the record shows that as
to the veterans of the First World War
the increase of disability is more in the
field of nervous and neuropsychiatric
difficulties than in any other type of dis-
ability, and that as to this war the
nervous strain is probably greater than
ever before. I would feel that very spe-
cial attention ought to be given by the
best people in the whole world to a pro-
gram whereby those men can be given an
opportunity for real rehabilitation. I
think that instead of being too careful to
try to prove that this disability is not
service-connected the Nation has a fun-
damental responsibility to those men.

I may say that I have myself intro-
duced a bill to define permanent and
total disability in terms of industrial in-
adaptability, whereby the attempt was
made to define industrial inadaptability
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so that a man might be rated totally and
permanently disabled if he did have a
difficulty of the sort the gentleman refers
to so it prevents him from carrying on a
gainful occupation.

Mr. WRIGHT. I am glad the gentle-
man feels that way. I have known of
two or three specific cases of that char-
acter. I think it is false economy to fail
to do everything we can for a soldier who
is trying to adapt himself, when it was
the service of his country that at least
provided the background and the
changed conditions that might have in-
duced him to slip over the line, even
though he might have had a predisposi-
tion toward such a condition before he
got into the service.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr,
Speaker, I asked for this time primarily
in order to talk about a group of Govern-
ment officials. I wanted to talk about
some people who I suppose may by some
stretch of the imagination be called bu=
reaucrats. I wanted tc talk about them
because I think they have rendered one
of the most fundamental and outstand-
ing services to democratic life in the
United States that has been rendered by
anybody in the last 50 years.

TEN-YEAR HISTORY OF THE ANTITRUST DIVISION

More than half a century ago the peo-
ple of this country and their Congress
recognized the inherent danger of too
much concentration of economic power.
They saw that the instrument for this
power was the creation of industrial
monopolies and various types of monop-
olistic controls. The long congressional
debates leading to the passage of the
Sherman antitrust laws pictured those
evils as they existed 50 years ago. It
would be surprisingly appropriate to give
those same speeches today with the
change of only a few names. The
monopoly problem has not been solved.

This failure to deal with and conquer
a traditional evil is no fault of the law
itself. The act is perfectly clear as to
what it intends to prohibit, and the type
of free competitive system it means to
perpetuate.

The trouble always has been that the
law was not enforced.

The monopolistic groups themselves
have often been in the forefront giving
lip service to the principle of competitive
enterprise. And they were perfectly
sincere in those pronouncements. They
strongly believe in competition—for
everybody but themselves. They could
well afford to demand that the antitrust
laws be enforced when their friends and
even their protégés had control of the
enforcement machinery. It is only in
the last 10 years that they have really
felt the bite of the Sherman Antitrust
Act. In the last 10 years there has been
a serious and sustained effort toward en-
forcement.

But 10 years is not even a beginning.
No appreciable percent of the existing
monopolies could be broken up in 10
years—and even if all of them were
broken up, and the Government then re-
laxed its enforcement efforts, they could
be re-formed again before the ink was
dry on the Court’s judgment.
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The preservation of a free competitive
system is a continuing battle. It is like
larceny. We could catch all the bur-
glars today and lock them up securely
in jail, but if the vigilance of police au-
thorities were not maintained there
would be a new outbreak of robbery to-
morrow.

The record of enforcement of antitrust
laws during the past 10 years is worthy
of note. It is a record in which we
might well take pride, but not the sort
of pride which involves a relaxation,

Let me review these accomplishments
during the past decade.

From 1933 to 1943 the Antitrust Divi-
sion had four Assistant Attorneys Gen-
eral: Harold Stephens from 1933 to 1935;
John Dickinson from 1935 to 1937; Rob-
ert H, Jackson from 1937 to 1938; and
Thurman Arnold from 1938 to 1943.

During this 10 years the Antitrust
Division passed through three distinct
stages: First, organization; second, in-
vestigation; and third, enforcement.
Consider the accomplishment: The Divi-
sion instituted 342 cases during the 10-
year period prior to 1933 and 3,512 dur-
ing the period after; it collected barely
more than $1,000,000 in fines before, and
twelve and one-half millions after; it in-
dicted 3,711 new defendants before, and
11,255 after; and it terminated 274 cases
prior to 1933 and 3,106 in the decade fol~
lowing,

But these figures are only partially in-
dicative. The effort is also measured in
terms of, first increased public support,
and second the expansion of the fron-
tiers of antitrust decisions.

In 1933 the Antitrust Division had an
appropriation of $125,000; a total per-
sonnel of 67 clerks, stenographers, and
lawyers; was working on 8 antitrust
cases: and was negotiating two consent
decrees. With approximately 25 law-
yers available for antitrust work, it could
not press more than five major cases at
one time, and then no staff was available
for developing new cases. Violations of
the Sherman Act were so much an ac-
cepted procedure in American business
practice that there was a general as-
sumption to the effect that the antitrust

laws were mere symbols of a good but

impractical economic theory. This, in
spite of the fact the courts had held with
uninterrupted consistency that the Sher-
man Act actually meant “every contract,
combination, or conspiracy, in restraint
of trade” was illegal.

The sole trouble was lack of enforce-
ment, At any time during the past 20
years 5,000 potential antitrust cases
could have been started with the avail-
ability of an adequate staff. But when,
as in 1933, only 8 cases were brought,
it is apparent that a violator of the anti-
trust laws stood about one chance in 600
of being prosecuted.

Such a gamble would have been tempt-
ing even if the rewards had been small.
But when it is considered that price fix-
ing and other restraints may well add
millions to the coffers of the successful
offender, and that he stood a 600-to-1
chance against getting caught, it was a
temptation beyond the power of “profit-
mad business to resist.
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In addition to those willful and know-
ing violators, there were hundreds of
honest business folk who violated the
Sherman Act through sheer ignorance of
its provisions, leaving behind clearly con-
vincing records and documents in their
files.

In 1933 the antitrust laws had been on
the books for 40 years. Could they be
enforced? Would serious enforcement
reveal weaknesses sufficient to warrant
their repeal? Were they, after all, good
or bad laws?

There was only one way to answer
those questions—and that was by
launching a deadly serious and efficient
enforcement program. The acid test of
application was the only way.

But an antitrust enforcement program
cannot be started over night. If requires
anywhere from 6 months to 2 years to
investigate and prepare a large antitrust
case, and from a month to 8 months to
try it. Slow and careful preparations
had to be made. A staff must be re-
cruited, trained, or organized for this
specialized work, Complaints had to be
studied and selections made between
them. Investigations had to be made
and grand jury proceedings conducted.
All of this took time and all of it was
necessary before a single case could be
brought.

Congress increased the appropriation
from $125,000 in 1933 to $314,000 in 1934,
The beginning had been made. Never
in all its 40 years of history had the ap-
propriation for antitrust enforcement
approached that figure. With that start,
sponsored by Assistant Attorney General
Stephens, the Division began assembling
and training a competent staff. Nearly
20 additional lawyers were brought in.
From that time forth the professional
standard of the Antitrust Division has
been outstanding. During the past 10
years 3 members of its staff have
graduated into Assistant Attorneys Gen-
eralship, more than a dozen into lucra-
tive practices, several into general coun-
selship of bhig corporations, 3 into
Congress, and, but for war which has
claimed more than 100, this trend would
be even more impressive.

The first year of the vitalized Antitrust
Division was devoted to building up and
training a staff. The number of cases
terminated actually dropped from eight
to four. Not a penny was collected in
fines. On the surface it looked as if an
increase in appropriation was followed
by a recession in enforcement activity.
But an understanding Appropriations
Committee appreciated the time neces-
sary for getting started and, the next
year, raised the appropriation by
$100,000.

This moderate but constant growth
permitted the Division fo expand and
train for the colossal job ahead. Over
the past 10 years the appropriation in-
creased an average of approximately
$200,000 each year until it exceeds $2,-
000,000. Congress has always shown
great interest in the enforcement of the
antitrust laws and has given the Divi-
sion all it has asked. The wisdom of
that attitude has been proved not only
in the enforcement program itself, but
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in the additional fact that the Division
has already turned back to the Treasury
in fines considerably more money than it
has spent in enforcement. It is con-
clusive proof that a vitalized antitrust-
enforcement program not only pays for
itself but constitutes a definite profit to
the Government. But of greatest im-
portance is the saving of hundreds of
millions of dollars annually to the con-
suming public by the removal of illegal
restraints. It has been estimated that
this saving is measured in terms of bil-
lions of dollars.

In these first years of the new anti-
trust program there was a temporary set-
back during N. R. A. days. After that
the development of an antitrust enforce-
ment program went steadily ahead un-
der Assistant Attorneys General Dick-
inson and Jackson until 1938. During
those 3 years the number of Sherman
Act cases—distinguished from kindred
law cases—instituted each year rose from
4 to 13. The result of having an en-
larged staff on investigation and prepa-
ration was beginning to make itself felt.

Then, in March of 1938, Thurman
Arnold was appointed Assistant Attorney
General in charge of the Division. He
inherited an able and trained staff built
up by his predecessors, but he brought
with him something new—a driving zeal
for wholesale antitrust enforcement
which made him one of the most beloved
and at the same time one of the most
hated and feared men in publie life.

The number of new Sherman Act
cases jumped from 13 in 1938 to 92 in
1939. The number of kindred law cases
jumped from 206 to 345. The appropria-
tion went from $780,000 to $1,309,000, and
the total amount of fines collected went

‘from $85,000 to $2,693,000. And of the

33 cases terminated that year, the Divi-
sion had the amazing record of winning
31 and losing only 2.

After 5 years of sound and gradual
building, the staff and the leader had met
for the inauguration of the first serious
effort to enforce the antitrust laws in
nearly half a century.

During the next 5 years the Division
instituted 44 percent of all the antitrust
proceedings instituted during its whole
existence of 53 years. Arnold stated his
point of view during his first year in
office—speech, Herald Tribune Forum,
New York, October 26, 1938.

Describing government as the art of
compromise, he said:

It consists in reconciling organizations
which give people goods and services with
the organizations expressing the spiritual
values which give them unity and morale.
Every organized state must have its estab-
lished church, or, as I have expressed it else=
where, its folklore. That church must em-
body the fundamental truths and principles
which give the states its greatness. At the
same time that church must not impose
ridiculous and unnecessary material sacri-
fices on the great mass of the people. * * *
When the organizations reprezenting the
ideals of a culture, whether they be economie,
legal, or moral (and the three always merge
together), so interfere with the practical dis=
tribution of material 'comforts that it be-
comes obvious this sacrifice is unnecessary,
a spiritual or psychological conflict develops.
* * * Practical necessities for the mo=
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ment are lost in the paralyzing effect of re-
iterated phobias. The neurosis continues
until practical organizations again distrib-
ute the goods which people need. If this
end is not achieved, if nobody succeeds in
making the practical organizations function,
the church itself falls, * * *

Nevertheless, as a practical matter, we can=
not escape talking as if nations had morals
and group free will. Only in this way are
people stirred to action. * * * I would
be the last to attack that uniform of prin-
ciple which gives to simple ordinary persons
like myself, and my colleagues at Washing-
ton, and to the leaders of business with
whom I come into both friendly and un-
friendly contact, our prestige and power.
¢+ * * We must first make obeisance to
the ideals, the mystery, the romance, and
magic whith give our social organizations
the flavor and character which we revere and
then emerge from the church to the back-
yard where wood needs to be sawed.

What is the woodpile that the practieal
man in Government is facing today? There
are many names for 1%, but I prefer the phrase
“unused capacity.” * * * How are we
going to saw that woodpile? To run our
prospective plant at capacity, prices must be
adjusted to income. * * * My hope is
that the adjustment between prices and in-
come may be made within the limits of our
competitive ideal of free and independent
producers, buyers, and sellers, Compromises
are necessary in cases where modern indus-
trial techniques require such vast organiza-
tions that they are in fact small governments
within the Government, but no more of such
compromises should be made than the hard,
cold facts require.

Accompanying this new philosophy
of antitrust enforcement went a new
technique. For the first time in its his-
tory the Division departed from a policy
of mere cases and adopted a plan de-
signed to clear at one time an entire in-
dustrial segment from restrictive re-
straints,

The first of these programs was an
attack against the use of patents as a
means of evading the antitrust laws,
Arnold attacked with all weapons at
hand. He made speeches, appeared be-
fore committees of Congress, sponsored
a patent investigation before the Tem-
porary National Economic Committee,
and proceeded with antitrust investiga-
tions, grand jury indictments, and suits.
There was launched a series of prosecu-
tions intended to prevent the pooling of
patents for restrictive purposes. These
involved such industries as glass bottle
manufacturers, .makers of spectacles,
rock wool, plasterboard, computing gas-
oline pumps, and numerous others.

They led into another and equally vital
field of control by means of private in-
ternational agreements in which the
world was divided into noncompeting
territories, Among the articles involved
here were military optical instruments,
synthetic rubber, magnesium, pharma-
ceutical products, dyestuffs, lighting
equipment, chemicals,  petroleum, and
nonferrous metals. Thus the new and
serious cartel situation was first exposed
to the American public,

The second Nation-wide program was
a comprehensive investigation of the en-
tire housing and building industry. Evi-
dence had been developed which indi-
cated that nearly 40 percent of the cost
of a house went to the payment of var-
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ious types of levies exacted by restrictive
practices. It was recognized that one
case involving one restraint might get
some good law but not solve the major
objective—the reduction of the cost of
building a house. Therefore, after due
preparation, 11 grand juries were called
throughout the country. Approximate-
1y 100 lawyers, or half of the entire anti=-
trust staff, were assigned to investigate
and present the evidence. Scores of
Federal Bureau of Investigation agents
were used to search files, locate docu-
ments, and interview witnesses. The
result was a large-scale country-wide
attack aimed at all factors in the indus-
try. The direct effect of the drive could
be measured in some specific instances,
as in Pittsburgh where the building costs
of a housing project were reduced 17
percent, There were many more intan-
gible results which could not be meas-
ured in such exact terms. One was the
freeing to a large extent of prefabri-
cated housing which, it is hoped, will
open a new era of low-cost housing after
the war.

The building program was moving
with conspicuous success until a Supreme
Court decision established the immunity
of labor from prosecution under the
Sherman Act. Thereafter it was never
possible to deal with all the factors which
go to make up the high cost of building.

The third broad program dealt with
the cost of food distribution. Again the
attack was directed against all types of
restraint entering the food-distribution
picture, from the farmer to the consumer.
Indictments were returned against dairy
companies, bakers, cheese manufactur-
ers, producers of fruits and vegetables,
meat packers, wholesale establishments,
and several chain stores. The specific
objective was to reduce the spread be-
tween the original grower and the ulti-
mate consumer, Much progress could
be shown in this endeavor, but the dec-
laration of war and the consequent ne-
cessity of price control and rationing
brought an inevitable postponement to
some of the activity, It is an important
fact, however, that the Antitrust Divi-
sion is prepared to renew its efforts in
this direction once the war is over and
normal business methods are resumed.

The fourth major program developed
was designed to deal with the artificial
costs in the transportation field. Here
again the specific objective was to elim-
inate restrictive practices governing the
rates for moving the Nation’s goods and
supplies. That program, the butt of one
of the bitterest attacks ever marshaled
against the forces of free competition,
is still progressing although great pres-
sure is being exerted to have it stopped.
As the public understanding increases,
the inevitability of its continuance be-
comes more apparent.

The fifth and last major program dealt
with international cartels. This came as
an outgrowth of other work such as pat-
ents and the investigation of the chem-
ical and the petroleum industries. Some
phases of this work were necessarily
stopped because of the war, but there is
wide agreement in all quarters that in-
vestigating eflorts should be continued.
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In addition to the 5 major programs

" referred to above, the Antitrust Division

carried on a great number of miscel-
laneous investigations and suits where
business complainants appealed to the
Government for protection against the
aggressive tactics of dominant concerns.
Among these were the fire-insurance
companies, the loan-shark racket, ferti-
lizer producers, the big oil companies, the
Aluminum Co. of America, the American
Medical Association, and numerous oth-
ers. In conformity with a mandate of
Congress the continuance of the nonwar
work of the Antitrust Division is reflected
in the fact that new antitrust cases in-
stituted during the first war year were
only 39 less than the peak year just prior
to the war.

As an indication of the congressional
attitude toward antitrust work the Ap-
propriations Committee of the House of
Representatives incorporated into its re-
port for the first war year the following
view: “The committee feels that even
though the war and all matters con-
nected with it is our prime objective at
the moment the nonwar work of the
Antitrust Division should not be relaxed,
not only because of its indirect connec-
tion with the war effort, but also because
of the need for protecting our post-war
economy.”

During the past 10 years the Division
has pioneered on the legal frontiers as
well as in enforcement technique. A
brief history of this trend in legal doc-
trine may be helpful.

Two major departures were made dur-
ing this period in enforcement tech-
niques. One related to approach and the
other to the type of case.

Prior to 1938 the few cases brought
were concerned largely with developing
occasional new points of law. Court tests
were made to determine whether a par-
ticular practice of a single business con=
cern violated the Sherman Act. Such
isolated and fragmentary enforcement
made no fundamental change in our eco=
nomic structure or in methods of doing
business. Antitrust cases were of interest
largely to lawyers as a legal game. The
impact of a decision favorable to the Gov-
ernment was scarcely felt by the public.
Even the business of the defendant com-
pany was affected but little, since a new
device for achieving the same result could
be instituted quickly to replace the ac-
tivity condemned.

Then the Division started using the
antitrust laws for a frontal and vertical
effort to bring about healthy conditions
in an entire industry. Every restraint in
an industry from producer through proc-
essor, jobber, carrier, and retailer was
attacked simultaneously. With all such
restraints removed the collective result
was of sufficient magnitude to be felt.
The two best illustrations of this type of
approach were the Nation-wide cam=-
paigns in the housing and food industries
mentioned earlier. For the first time in
50 years the general public was made
aware of the benefits of free competition
through enforcement of the antitrust
laws. With all restraints removed from
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an industry, the home owner or con-
sumer could realize in dollars and cents
the effect of competitive forces.

The second departure concerned type
of case. Prior to 1938 the general policy
was to bring most antitrust cases on the
civil side of the docket. As a result few
cases were litigated. Consent judgments
were entered. Violations of such decrees
went largely unpunished. Then came
the policy of enforcing the antitrust laws
through ecriminal indictments. The
shock of indictment, quite apart from the
criminal penalties attached, was a real
deterrent to continued violations. As
part of this policy it was announced that
the Department would dismiss a pending
criminal suit if the defendants voluntar-
ily offered, in addition to an agreement
to cease the violations charged, “sub-
stantial public benefits connected with
the policy of maintaining free competi-
tion in an orderly market which could
not be obtained by the criminal prosecu-
tions,” This settlement policy was aban-
doned in 1940 because of the repeated
charge that the Department was using
the threat of criminal proceedings to
force its economic ideas on industry.
Since 1940, criminal cases have been
brought in most instances, but can only
be settled by nolo contendere pleas and
the imposition of fines, even where in-
Junctive relief is sought and secured in
addition.

Certain definite lines of advance in
Judicial thinking on antitrust probiems
are discernible, in at least four directions,
from cases decided in the last 10 years.
The frontiers of antitrust enforcement
have been extended as to, first, the de-
termination that price fixing is illzgal
per se; second, the determination that
full-line forcing is a business practice in
violation of the Sherman Act; third,
the determination that an express agree-
ment to fix prices is not necessary to es-
tablish illegality under the Sherman Act
if the result is the same; and, fourth, a
determination that certain professional
services were regarded as trade com-
merce within the meaning of the Sher-
man Act.

These extensions of the scope of the
act came about as follows:

First. Most lawyers beligved that the
{llegality of price-fixing agreements un-
der the Sherman antitrust law had been
established in the Trenton Potteries
case—Trenton Potteries v. United States
(273 U. 8. 392)—in 1927, holding that it
was no defense if the prices agreed upon
were reasonable. But it was generally
considered that a price-fixing agreement,
in order to be unlawful, should inflexibly
prescribe exact prices.

However, in the Socony Vacuum case—
United States v. Socony Vacuum Oil
Company (310 U. 8. 150)—it was estab-
lished that a conspiracy by any means
to raise or lower prices, even to the level
of the fair-market value and regardless
of reasonableness—the same, pages 219-
221—is illegal under the Sherman Act,
even though the prices were not fixed
uniformly and inflexibly—the same,
page 222,

Second. “Full line foreing,” by which
is meant a requirement by a seller that
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the buyer purchase certain other com-
modities as a condition of purchasing
those he desires, has long been thought
to be illegal under the Sherman Act, but
the precise question has never been
conclusively decided—compare United
States v. Uniled Shoe Machinery Co.
(247 U. 8. 32) with United Shoe Ma-
chinery Co. v. United States (258 U. 8.
451). However, in the General Motors
case—United States v. General Motors
Corp. (121 F. (2d) 376, cert. den. 314 U. S.
618) —the result reached is that full line
forcing is illegal, There the defendants,
manufacturers of automobiles, forced
dealers to exclusively use a financing
company owned by them, in extending
credit to all who purchased automobiles
on time, The Court held that the
trade-in and financing of automobiles
was illegally restrained by this practice,
and, as a practical proposition, upheld
the division’s views regarding full line
forecing.

Third. The idea that an express agree-
ment between conspirators is essential to
a conspiracy under the Sherman Act has
persisted in many quarters from the be-
ginning, but this view was expressly re-
pudiated, and the view that a conspiracy
may be implied from the circumstances
was reinforced in the Masonite case—
United States v. Masonite Corporation
(316 U. 8. 265) —where the court reiter-
ated that circumstantial evidence may be
relied upon by the Government, in anti-
trust cases, to establish a conspiracy.
There, it was also held that a combination
to fix prices results from adherence to
prices promulgated by one member of a
combination, acting independently, where
all members knew of the plan and were
bound by separate agreements to adhere
thereto.

Fourth. It has never been decided that
professional “services” were “trade or
commerce,” within the Sherman Act, but
in the American Medical Association
case—American Medical Association v.
United States (317 U, S. 519) —which in-
volved the construction of section 3 of the
Sherman Act—prohibiting any person
from restraining trade or commerce in
the District of Columbia—the court de-
cided that “any person” as used in the
act includes all who engage in the pro-
hibited activities, and that it is no excuse
that they are engaged in an honorable
profession. And, construing the re-
mainder of the section, it held that a
conspiracy among physicians to restrain
or destroy the competition in and the
free availability of medical and hospital
services is illegal, Of course, the question
whether restraints of competition upon
the rendition of “services” is illegal under
sections 1 and 2 of the act is still open,
but it is probable the court will treat
“services” as a part of the “trade and
commerce” of the United States.

No history of the Antitrust Division
covering the past 10 years can be com-
pleted without a review of the Division’s
effort in behalf of small business. The
Sherman Act was primarily designed to
preserve competition. Competition is
predicated on the principle that there
must be competitors,
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The urgent necessity of swift war pro-
duction brought about a situation where
the Government began dealing almost
exclusively with the big companies,
Senator O’'MaHONEY, chairman of the
Senate Committee on Posi-War Plan-
ning, recently made the statement that
more than 70 percent of all war con-
tracts were centered in 100 large cor-
porations, This condition inevitably
threatened the very eXistence of count-
less small business establishments
throughout the country. Numbers of
them appealed to the Antitrust Division
as the traditional protector of little com-
petitors. The work of the Division in
this respect has been conspicuously suc-
cessful. Literally hundreds of small
manufacturing plants have been kept in
operation merely by the fact that the
Antitrust Division was able to call their
potential capacities to the attention of
the contracting officers.

This work was carried on with no
headlines. The results are intangible
things which cannot be reflected in sta-
tistical tabulations, but the numerous
letters from businesses which have been
saved from ruin bring a sense of satis-
faction and accomplishment to all who
have participated in this work.

Events may well prove that the ac-
complishments of the Small Business
Section of the Antitrust Division consti-
tuted the greatest single factor in the
preservation of the competitive system
in America.

Mr, Speaker, I am making this speech
today not because it deals with a matter
which is intimately connected with the
war in which our counfry is now en-
gaged. I want tosound this fundamental
warning: The future of freedom, the
future of democratic life, for which this
war is being fought, depends funda-
mentally upon the peoples of the na-
tions being stronger than and able to
control every international cartel or
monopoly which seeks to make itself su-
preme over the public welfare and even
over nations.

After the last World War the German
cartelized industry was ready the day the
war concluded and the day that Ger-
many acknowledged military defeat, to
commence its work of gaining an indus-
trial control through cartelization of
many of the industries of the entire
world, a control which stood it in good
stead when this war came. It is well for
us to be forewarned.

The Antitrust Division is an agency of
government that, in my judgment, has
rendered an outstanding service. I am
glad to have my speech concerning that
agency a part of the CoNGrRESsIONAL REC-
ORD.

The SPEAKER. Under a previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. BRoOKs] is recognized for
15 minutes.

MUSTERING-OUT PAY AND BENEFITS TO
VETERANS

Mr, BROOKS. I have heard the re-
marks of my colleague, the. gentleman
from California [Mr. Vooruis], who has
Just preceded me. During the last few
days I have conferred with him on sev-
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eral occasions about the matter of the
handling of discharged servicemen and
servicewomen as they go back into civil-
jan life. I am glad at this time to have
the opportunity of saying that wherever
the interest of the average man or wher-
ever the interest of -the underprivileged
is at stake, my friend and distinguished
colleague from California is always found
working and fighting, giving to those
groups in society the privileges to which
they ought to be, and to which they
are, entitled under a real democratic sys-
tem of government. It has been a real
pleasure to work with him.

Mr. Speaker, over the last number of
days there has been one speech after an-
other on the floor of the House of Repre-
sentatives having reference to the dis-
charge of servicemen and servicewomen,
There have been various criticisms of
what has not been done and various sug-
gestions as to what should be done in
those cases. We all realize we are ap-
proaching a vastly important problem, a
problem that will be with us over the
next generation, perhaps as long as you
and I live. We want to approach this
problem in a different manner to that
which the Congress of the United States
approached it after the last war. We
want to be able to give those men as“they
come out of the service a definite pro-
gram of rights, benefits, and assistance
to which they as veterans serving in a
great war are entitled.

I might say this also—at the present
time the Committee on Military Affairs
of the House is engaged in hearings cov-
ering several bills which have for their
purpose the paying of a mustering-out
pay to veterans. I have a bill which goes
a good deal further in our aid than
merely paying mustering-out pay.

Mr, Speaker, on November 9 and 10, in
Washington, D. C., the National Council
of American Veterans’ Organizations,
composed of the national representatives
of the service organizations of America,
met and adopted plans for the post-war
pericd. One of the recommendations of
this meeting which I think is entitled to
great weight is that a 3-month furlough
before discharge be granted to all mem-
bers of the armed forces of the United
States.

Need has now become very apparent
for the enactment of this recommenda-
tion into law at a very early date. Dur-
ing the course of the present year, almost
a million members of the armed forces
will be discharged and released back into
civilian life. Many of them are men and
women who are returned from foreign
areas disabled and physically unfit to
carry on with the war effort. Many are
battle casualties whose cases cry loudly
for immediate attention.

Because of these facts, Mr, Speaker, I
have prepared with the able assistance
of Mr. Millard Rice, of the Disabled
American Veterans, and have introduced
a joint resolution today which will give
these men and women the help which
Congress wants them to have at the ter-
mination of their armed service.

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Will the

gentleman yield at that point?
LEXXIX—~661
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Mr. BROOKS. I yield to my colleague
from Louisiana who is a member of the
Veterans' Affairs Committee and who
has worked long and diligently on mat-
ters of this character.

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. I want to
commend my colleague for presenting
this legislation. I think he has rendered
to the country a distinct service and I
know that his modesty prevents him
from admitting that he is peculiarly
qualified to speak and act on this ques-
tion because the genfleman saw service
in the First World War and was over-
seas for a long time and rendered dis-
tinguished service in that war. I want
to say to my colleague that I am tre-
mendously interested in this subject and
I hope the Committee on Military Affairs
will bring to the House legislation along
this line even before the holidays. We
ought to act and act soon.

Mr. BROOEKS. I thank my colleague
from Louisiana for his very compli-
mentary remarks. I want to assure him
that the Committee on Military Affairs
met this morning and will meet tomor-
row morning on the subject of muster-
ing-out pay; and the committee, I be-
lieve, feels the seriousness of urgent
action on the matter.

This resolution provides for the grant-
ing of a 3-month furlough before dis-
charge to men and women of the armed
forces, which includes the Army, Navy,
Marine Corps, and Coast Guard. It will
permit members of these services to be
released under furlough into civilian life
with the knowledge that for 3 months
they will receive the pay and allowances
which they by law receive as members
of the armed forces. During the fur-
lough time, they may readjust them-
selves, renew their contacts in business
life, apply for and receive gainful em-
ployment and in general make full ar-
rangements for the return to normal
civilian life.

In many cases the families of these
men in service have moved away from
their homes. In some cases they have
consolidated their living quarters with
those of near relatives. In other cases
they have followed the servicemen from
place to place throughout the course of
their service as long as they are in the
continental United States, and tried to
remain with them during their service.
As a result of this fact, the man or
woman being discharged from the armed
services of the Nation finds himself or
herself in the position of going back
home, and having to make all necessary
arrangements for a home, make all ar=-
rangements to return to work and renew
all of their contacts, literally starting all
over again in life,

During the 3-month-furlough period,
the obligation is placed upon the Gov-
ernment to assemble their service rec-
ords, including medical records so that
at the time of discharge they may im-
mediately be available for use.

. The facts indicate now that the med-
ical records are not available in all cases,
‘When a man comes to the point of being
discharged, his medical records may be
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scattered over several places at distant
points and time is required to assemble
these records. As a result of that fact,
Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for the Vet-
erans’ Administration, under the present
arrangement in many cases, to make im-
mediate adjudication of a worthy claim
for disability benefits.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. BROOKS. I yield.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. It seems

to me that provision in the gentleman’s
bill will mean the avoidance of a great
many difficulties that have been con-
fronted by veterans of the First World
War. Is that not true?

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. One of
the greatest difficulties they have had in
many instances has been the absence of
those records. Under the gentleman’s
bill, before a man left the service he
would know where those records were.

Mr. BROOKS. Proceeding to that
very point, mentioned by the gentleman
from California, Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of this resolution, the War and
Navy Departments are authorized to pro-
vide throughout the United States de-
mobilization centers to which these men
and women about to be discharged are
sent. From the center nearest the home
he is given 3 months’ furlough with a
round-trip ticket to his home. At the
end of the 3-month period he is brought
back for the final pre-discharge exami-
nation. At this time he is allowed to file
applications and claims which are desir-
able. He is given clerical and technical
assistance from officers of the Veterans’
Administration and is permitted to con-
sult with representatives of service or-
ganizations available. The Veterans’
Administration is encouraged to process
immediately claims and to adjudicate
them at the very moment of discharge.

And as the gentleman from California
[Mr, Vooru1s] has just indicated, during
that 3-month period the records of that
man or woman are assembled at this one
point—the demobilization center.

When he returns from his 3-months’
furlough his entire record, including
all of his medical record is right
there before him. At that particular
moment when the final physical exami-
nation is completed and he knows the
result of it, he can refer to his service
record and his medical record. That rec-
ord is available to the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration representatives. It will be avail-
able to representatives of those organiza-
tions which aid veterans and which are
recognized by the Veterans Administra-
tion. So that this serviceman, before
he receives his discharge, will know as
far as anyone can know, just what his
physical condition may be; and he will
then be advised and counseled as to what
action he should take in order that his
disabilities may be translated into action
by the Veterans’ Administration that he
may be promptly adjudicated a disabled
Amezrican veteran.

Mr, HARRIS of Arkansas, Mr. Speak-
er, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. BROOKS. 1 yield.
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Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. I am in-
terested in the fine address the gentle-
man is making on this very important
problem, It is certainly something that
this Congress has got to deal with, and
of course, the quicker the better. Par-
ticularily I was interested in the proposal
of the 3-month furlough. Certainly it
seems, if practical, that would be very
desirable; but I was wondering what the
gentleman had in mind with reference
to the jurisdiction of that soldier for the
3 months he would be back home, What
could he do during that 3-month pe-
ricd? Would he still be a -soldier?
Would he wear a uniform? Would he be
in civilian clothes? TUnder what juris-
diction, judicially, would he come?
There are many problems that would
arise.

Mr. BROOKS. Under this bill he
would be a furloughed soldier with full
authority to pursue all arrangements
necessary to reenter civilian life, and to
do any kind of work or gainful occupa-
tion that he desired during that time,
subject only to the obligation at the end
of that term to go back and submit to
his final physical examination and re-
ceive his discharge from the Army or
Navy of the United States.

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas.
be in uniform?

Mr. BROOKS. He could bein uniform
or he may not be in uniform, as he so
desires.

Mr, HARRIS of Arkansas. The gen-
tleman would suggest then that under
his proposal, a man could be on furlough
and in civilian clothes, and then at the
proper time go back into the Army with
his uniform on, in order to be mustered
out, so to speak?

Mr. BROOKS. The purpose of the bill
is to not release a veteran and then lose
all interest in him. It is to furlough a
soldier for 90 days, and during that time
give him all of the aid toward being re-
employed, and all of the counsel toward
asserting any claim that he might have
before the Veterans’ Bureau, or any pref-
erence that he might have in other agen-
cies of Government, When he is dis-
charged he will be placed back into gain-
ful employment or if he is disabled, he
will have his claim recognized promptly
by the Veterans’ Administration.

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas, Will the
gentleman yield further?

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. I am very
much in sympathy with the gentleman’s
proposal, Certainly it seems to me that
something along this line is going to be
desirable. However, there is one further
point, If back home on this 3-month
furlough, unfortunately he gets into
some trouble of some kind, by action or
otherwise, then what would be the juris-
diction? ;

Mr. BROOKS. This is covered in the
provisions in the bill which provide that
rules and regulations may be made by
the Secretaries of War and Navy cover=
ing the situation during the furlough pe-
riod. It is the intent and purpose of the
bill to release that man as far as possible

Would he

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

from the Army, subject only to returning
at the end of 90 days for examination
and discharge. Criminal matters may,
if it is found desirable, for such a limited
period, be handled by civil courts as pre-
scribed by the Secretaries of War and
Navy.

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Suppose a
man is injured while out on furlough;
would he then be subject to all the bene-
fits the same as though he were in the
service?

Mr. BROOKS. There would be no dif-
ference at all just because he had re-
ceived a furlough; he would still be in
the service. A soldier in South America
given a 30- or 60-day furlough and told
to go home would be in exactly the same
situation as the man who reaches the ter-
mination of his service in the Army and
who is released for 90 days to go home to
make arrangements to reenter civilian
life. This is very important. We can-
not expect, Mr, Speaker, every man who
has been away from the United States for
over 3 years, as some of these men have,
to come back home and expect to sit
around the camps after they reach these
shores again day after day and week
after week, perhaps running into months,
so they may be physically examined,
may be sent to the hospital and reexam-
ined time and again. They want to get
back to the homes and the loved ones
from whom they have been away many
months, We offer them this furlough of
3 months that they may go home during
this time, see their families, make ar-
rangements to reenter civilian life and
then come back, and if they are disabled,
receive the rights and benefits they are
entitled to from the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration. 1

If the person about to be discharged
does not desire to file a claim for a benefit
with the Veterans’ Administration, he is
encouraged to seek the help of the United
States Employment Service or the Reem-
ployment Division of the Selective Serv-
ice Administration for the purpose of
obtaining a job back home, These serv-
ices are directed to have officers available
at this time, and the newly made veteran
is aided in filling out and filing his appli-
cation for work at the very moment of
discharge.

Mr. Speaker, in the last war, when we
were discharged from the armed forces,
we were given $60 and were immediately
“placed on our own.” The purpose of
this bill is to go further than the Nation
went with the servicemen in the last war.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to learn of the
action of the Veterans’ Administration in
the establishment of an adjudication unit
at Walter Reed Hospital. This, I under-
stand, is to be the beginning of this kind
of service, and that if it works all right
at Walter Reed Hospital, by agreement
with the War Department, the service
will be extended to other War Depart-
ment hospitals throughout the United
States. The claims of the disabled men
and women may then be studied while
they are in the hospital in cases of appar-
ent service-connected disability, and they
may begin to receive benefits immedi-
ately upon discharge, This action will
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not, however, advance the claim of the
man or woman who is not in a hospital,
but the stipulations of this resolution will
give him the aid he badly needs.

Speaking further upon the program
the Veterans’ Administration has just
announced, and it follows along with
the general purposes of the resolution I
have just introduced, this Administration
has established at Walter Reed Hospital
an adjudication unit. It is very evident
that men who are in the hospital for
battle wounds, perhaps the loss of an
arm or a leg, with or without their serv-
ice records are entitled to some award
ahd some adjudication. Under the new
program of the Administration when
men are in that condition, they may im-
mediately file their claims before dis-
charge in the hospital and submit their
case for adjudication and an award of
the bureau.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Louisiana
has expired.

THE SOLDIERS' VOTE

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 2 minutes and to revise and extend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BENDER., Mr, Speaker, yester-
day I addressed the House on the justice
and necessity of providing a Federal bal-
lot to enable our gallant soldiers to vote
in 1944, The argument for a Federal
ballot is a simple and obvious one; those
who are fit to fight for America are fit to
vote in America. Our fighting men are
our No. 1 class, triple-A citizens by
virtue of their heroic efforts in defense
of this Nation. We must assure these
fighting citizens of access to the ballot.

Today I want to call the attention of
the House to the complete inadequacy
of the existing system for polling our vast
soldier vote. As the system stands today,
there are 48 separate and distinct sets
of requirements, set by the 48 separate
States. A mass of red tape stands be-
tween the absentee soldier and the bal-
lot box. The boys in the slit trenches of
Tarawa and Italy obviously do not have
the time to fight their way through this
red tape. And if they did have the per-
sistence and time it would still, in most
cases, be physically impossible for them
to comply with the various State require-
ments.

Allow me to present some facts which
demonstrate the burden placed on the
soldier vote by the various State registra-
tion requirements. There are 39 States
which require that soldiers must register
to vote, The only exceptions are the
States of Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois,
Kansas, Minnesota, Nevada, Oklahoma,
Oregon, and Texas. And registration is
required in certain parts of both Kansas
and Minnesota.

There are 34 States where registration
is permanent, but men and women in the
armed forces who are just reaching 21
will not have registered and have not
had an opportunity to register. The

Without
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lowest percentage of registered voters in
the United States is the 21- to 30-year-
old group, showing that a large number
of the soldier citizens of these 34 States
have not achieved the permanently reg-
istered status.

There are nearly as many variations of
registration requirements as there are
States. In California, Connecticut, and
Montana notice of service in the armed
forces does not serve to continue regis-
tration after failure to vote. I under-
stand that in Louisiana it is necessary
to reregister every 4 years unless serv-
ice in the armed forces is known. Reg-
istration is not permanent in certain lo-
calities in Missouri and Nebraska and is
permanent in others. In New York the
execution of a war-voter’s oath in sign-
ing an absentee ballot constitutes regis-
tration.

I have been told that absentee soldiers
are not allowed to register in New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, South Dakota, Utah,
Virginia, Wyoming, and sections of Ne-
braska. New Jersey is the only State
mentioned above whose legislature meets
in 1944. All other States would have to
call special sessions of their legislatures
in order to write new laws, or in some
cases, institute constitutional amend-
ments to change their absentee-voting
machinery for 1944,

These facts show the failure of our
existing soldier-voting machinery. I
submit that it is obvious that we must
correct this failure with an efficient uni-
form Federal ballot which will allow our
fichting men to vote to assure them the
triple-A grade of citizenship they are
defending.

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE
INSURANCE ACT OF 1940

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr., CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I
have today introduced a bill to amend
the National Service Life Insurance Act
of 1940 by providing insurance benefits
in the amount of $5,000 for the parents,
regardless of dependency, of those per-
sons in active service who died in line of
duty after October 8, 1940, and before
April 20, 1942,

Mr, Speaker, on December 20, 1941,
we enacted Public Law No, 360 of the
Seventy-seventh Congress, first session.
Under this act automatic insurance ben-
efits were provided for any person who
was killed in line of duty on and after
October 8, 1940, and within 120 days
after the date of the enactment of said
bill, whi would be April 20, 1942,
These benefits, in the amount of $5,000
are payable to the following beneficiaries
and in the order named:

(A) To the widow or widower of the in-
sured, if living and while unremarried.

(B) If mo widow or widower entitled
thereto, to the child or children of the
insured, if living, in equal shares.
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(C) If no widow or widower entitled there-
to, or child, to the dependent mother or
father of the insured, if living, in equal
shares,

Under the bill I have introduced I am
striking the word “dependent” as it ap-
plies to the mother or father of the in-
sured soldier, It is the purpose of my bill
to pay to the parents of every boy losing
his life during this period the sum of
$5,000, irrespective of dependency.

I feel that this is the least that we can
do for these parents. Many of these
boys were just out of school and had
never been in a position to contribute to
the support of their parents. It is im-
possible in most cases for any degree of
dependency to be established. I think
it is unjust and unfair to ask these par-
ents to make such a showing. It is call-
ing upon them to stultify themselves by
taking a mercenary attitude, which they
refuse to do.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that this
Congress can do that will compensate
these parents for the loss of their sons.
We have been very liberal in this war
in the matter of payments and benefits
to our soldiers. I think it is only fair
that we should extend this same consid-
eration_to these parents. The payment
of $5,000 can only be a slight token of
our appreciation for the costly sacrifice
that they have laid upon the altar of
freedom,

I am informed that a large number of
these cases have accumulated in the Vet-
erans' Administration. Under the pres-
ent law no payment of benefits can be
made unless dependency can be estab-
lished. These parents had no thought
of any financial gain when their sons
entered the service, many by enlistment,
No thought was given to insurance, as
at that time we were at peace, and war
was considered improbable, I think this
Congress now has an opportunity to ex-
press its gratitude by making these bene-
fits available in all cases where boys have
given up their lives in the defense of
their country without having in force
the insurance provided for under the
War Risk Insurance Act.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted, as follows:

To Mr. O'TooLE (at the request of Mr,
Kennepy), for an indefinite period, on
account of illness.

To Mr. Pace (at the request of Mr.
Ramspeck), for the remainder of this
week, on account of illness.

To Mr. Taomason (at the request of
Mr. LuTHER A. JoHNsSON), for rest of this
week, on account of important official
business with the War Department as a
member of the Committee on Military
Affairs.

To Mr. Smite of Ohio (at the request
of Mr. McGRreGoRr) , for 1 day, on account
of attending a funeral.

To Mr. Sasscer (at the request of Mr.
Warp), for 1 day, on account of official
business.

To Mr. KearnNeEy (at the requestof Mr.
MarTin of Massachusetts), for 2 days,
on account of illness.
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU=-
TIONS SIGNED

Mr. ELEIN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com=-
mittee had examined and found truly
enrolled bills and joint resolutions of the
House of the following titles, which were
thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. R.247. An act for the relief of the es-
tate of Richard Dodge Beale, deceased;

H.R.937. An act for the relief of the es-
tate of Luther Clyde Nanny;

H.R.1973. An act for the relief of Albert
Ferguson and Ozelle Ferguson;

H.R.2188. An act to amend the act pro-
viding for the payment of allowance on death
of officer-or enlisted man to widow, or person
designated, and for other purposes;

H.R.2190. An act for the relief of Mar=
guerite R. McElroy;

H.R.2299. An act conferring jurisdiction
upon the United States District Court for
the Eastern District of Arkansas to hear,
determine, and render judgment upon the
claims of W. M. Hurley and Joe Whitson;

H.R.3070. An act to repeal the Chinese
exclusion acts, to establish quotas, and for
other purposes;

H.R.3309. An act to suspend temporarily
the application of sections 3114 and 3115 of
the Revised Statutes, as amended;

H.R.38363. An act extending the time with-
in which applications under section 722 of
the Internal Revenue Code must be made;

H. J.Res. 176. Joint resolution commemo-
rating the fortieth anniversary of the first
airplane flight by Wilbur and Orville Wright;
and

H.J.Res. 109. Joint resolution to extend
the time limit for immunity.

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles:

S.648. An act for the relief of Arthur O.
Norecutt;

8.090. An act for the relief of the Wash-
ington, Brandywine & Point Lookout Rail-
road Co.;

5.1001. An act for the relief of the
Meadow Brook Club;

5.1038. An act for the relief of Verna
Mae Rossell and Winifred Rossell Mooney;

S.1049. An act to authorize the payment
of additional compensation to special coun-
sel in the case of United States against
Standard Oil Co. of California;

£,1282. An act for the relief of Eric W.
Rodgers;

$8.1290. An act for the relief of William
Carroll Enox; and

S.1815. An act providing for the transfer
to the custody and control of the Secretary
of the Navy of certain lands comprising a
portion of Croatan National Forest in the
State of North Carolina.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, December 9, 1943, at 12 o’clock
noon.

APUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, publie
bhills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CHENOWETH:

H.R.3805. A bill to amend the National
Service Life Insurance Act of 1940 by provid-
ing insurance benefits, regardless of de-
pendency, for the parents and other relatives
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of those persons in active service who died

in line of duty after October 8, 1940, and be-

fore April 20, 1942, without having in force

at the time of such death insurance under the

War Risk Insurance Act, and for other pur=

poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
Ey Mr. PETERSON of Florida:

H.R.8806. A bill authorizing the appoint-
ment of morticians as commissioned officers
in the Medical Corps of the Army and the
Medical Corps of the Navy; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BARRETT:

H.R.3807. A bill to provide for the ex-
tension of certain oil and gas leases; to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. WEISS:

H.R.3808. A bill to increase allowances
for clerk hire in post offices of the third class,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

H.R.3809. A bill providing for classifica-
tion of clerks in third-class post offices, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr, WILSON:

H.R.3810. A bill to provide for the sus-
pension of the point-rationing system with
respect to meat for 60 days; to the Commit-
tee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. PRACHT:

H.R.3811. A bill to protect classified civil-
Bervice employees; to the Committee on the
Clvil Bervice.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H.R. 2812 (by request). A bill to authorize
suits for benefits claimed to be payable under
laws administered by the Veterans' Admin-
istration, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on World War Veterans' Legis-
lation.

By Mr. BRCOES:

H.J.Res.204. A joint resolution to pro-
vide an orderly method of demobilization
for members of the armed services of the
United States: to ald in obtaining suitable
employment for such persons; to provide
an orderly method for speeding up and
handling of claims and applications; and
for other purpcses; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr, CASE:

H.Res, 375. A resolution requesting cer-
tain information from the Attorney General
on the authority for transferring to the War
Food Administrator certain duties placed
by statute upon the Secretary of Agricul-
ture; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

——,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. FENTON:
H.R.2813. A bill for the relief of J. Ralph
Datesman; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. MOTT:
H.R.3814. A bill for the relief of M, Send-
ers & Co.; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. SMITH of Viiginia:
H.R.3815. A bill to provide for an appeal
to the Supreme Court of the United States
from the decision of the Court of Claims in
a suit instituted by the Mount Vernon,
Alexandria & Washington Railway Co.,; to
the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. THOMAS of Texas:
H.R.2816. A bill for the relief of Walter
Acker, Jr.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

FETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows: ;
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3959. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of Anna
M. Lakin and 21 other residents of Kahoka,
Mo., requesting the passage of House bill
2082, which seeks the enactment of prohi-
bition for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3960. By Mr. BRYSON: Petition of J. A.
Austin and 19 other citizens of Fruita, Colo.,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas~
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alecoholic liquors in the United
States for' the duration of the war; to the
Com:aittee on the Judiciary.

3961, Also, petition of Vernon V. Blosser
and 25 other citizens of New Lebanon, Ohio,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

3962. Also, petition of Bertha Bovair and
17 ¢’ her citizens of Glens Falls, N. Y., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibitinz the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of al-
coholie liguors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

8963. Also, petition of Rev. Alfred Gil-
berg and 61 other citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed preduction of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting. the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3964, Also, petition of Mrs. Jean E. Moffatt
and 40 other citizens of Los Angeles, Calif.,,
urging enactment cof House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
pow~r, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture; sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3965. Also, petition of Leona B. Clarke and
33 other citizens of Merced, Calif.,, urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco=
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3066. Also, petition of Rev. Charles D. Pat-
terson and 147 other citizens of Indianapolis,
Ind., urging enactment of House bill 2082,
a measure to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of aleoholie liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3967. Also, petition of Ellman C. Ott and
46 other citizens of Fairmount, Ind., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors In the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3968. Also, petition of Marian Mann and
47 other citizens of Lockport, N. Y., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
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reduce absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3969. Also, petition of David Ginder and
194 other citizens of Middletown, Pa., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holie liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3970. Also, petition of Bertha P. Finn and
20 other citizens of Hatboro, Pa., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3971. Also, petition of Marcum B. May and
68 other citizens of Barker, N, Y., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to re-
duce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3972, Also, petition of Rev. L. G. Armbrust
and 86 other citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

3973. Also, petition of R. F, Mumford and
40 other citizens of Arago, Oreg., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to re-
duce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holie liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to ‘the Committee on
the Judiciary, e

3074, Also, petition of Delmar D. Yocum and
35 other citizens of Bynumville, Mo., urging
enactment of House hill 2082, a measure to re-
duce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

3975. Also, petitlon of Mrs. C. N. Lorham
and 34 other citizens of Culdesac, Idaho,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteeism, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of aleoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

8976. Also, petition of D. E. Shumaker and
32 other citizens of St. Johns, Mich., urg-
ing enactment of House bill 2082, a measure
to reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower,
and speed production of materials necessary
for the winning of the war by prohibiting
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of
alcoholie liquors in the United States for
the duration of the war; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

3977. Also, petition of Mrs. Malcolm
Gustafson and 21 other citizens of Albert
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City, Towa, urging enactment of House bill
2082, a measure to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of ma-
terials necessary for the winning of the war
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alecholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

8978. Also, petition of Florence P. Cook and
40 other citizens of West Chester, Pa., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

3079. Also, petition of Mrs. W. S. Wait and
22 pther citizens of Perkins, Okla., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

3980. By Mr. CASE: Petition of John
Adams, secretary of South Dakota Implement
Dealers Association, urging promotion and
development of a Missourl River project for
food control; to the Committee on Flood
Control.

3981. Also, petition of the council on war
and post-war problems, of the University of
South Dakota, signed by Dean Marshall Mc-
Kusick, chairman; R. F. Patterson, secretary;
and Dr. I. D. Weeks, president of the Univer-
sity of South Dakota, urging promotion and
development of a Missouri River project for
flood control; to the Committee on Flood
Control.

3982. By Mr. CHIPERFIELD: Petition of the
railway employees in Quincy, Iil,, urging en-
actment of House bill 3396; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

3983. By Mr. HAGEN: Petition of Emelia
Erickson, Alma Erickson, and 28 other citi-
gzens of Thief River Falls, Minn., advocating
the passage of House bill 2082, a bill pro-
hibiting manufacture, sale, and/or transpor-
tation of alccholic liquors for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

3984. By Mr. HOEVEN: Petition of %the
members of Lodge No. 444, International As-
sociation of Machinists of 8ioux City, Iowa,
urging support of House Joint Resolution
187; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

3985. By Mr. KING: Petition of Thaddeus
F. Olk, of Los Angeles, Calif., signed by 235
constituents, stating that food subsidies as
outlined by the President are absoclutely es-
sential in holding food prices in check and
averting inflation; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

3086. Also, petition of members of the
Brethren Church of Hermosa Beach, Calif,,
of which Rev. Royal D. Glick is pastor, urging
passage of the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which
would prohibit the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alccholic liquor in the
United States for the duration of the war and
until the termination of demobilization; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

3987. Also, petition of I. J. Spencer, of Re-
dondo Beaeh, Calif., and signed by members
of the Congregational Church of Redondo
Beach, of which Rev. Charles Thomas is pas-
tor, urging passage of the Bryson bill, H. R.
2082, which would prohibit the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of aleoholic liquor in
the United States for the duration of the war
and until the termination of demobilization;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3088. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the
Association of Western BState Engineers,
adopted at Denver, Colo., October 25-26, 1843,
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relative to maintenance of stream gaging un-
der the adopted policy of equal participation
by the Btates and the United States; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

3088, Also, resolution of the Ninety-first
Divicion Assocliation of San Francilsco, Calif,,
requesting that action be taken to remove
the restricticns imposed by the Department
of Agriculture on the growing of tobacco, and
that the Department of Agriculture revise
all quotas on the growing of tobacco for the
manufacture of cigarettes; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

8680. Also, resolution of the Philippine So-
ciety of California, 8an Franecisco, relative to
remitting all charges for transportation and
living expenses en route of all American
repatriates returning from countries held by
the enemy and where their financial resources
are frozen, etc.; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

3901, Also, resolution of the San Francisco
Chapter, No. 3, Disabled American Veterans,
dated Fovember 4, 1843, requesting that ac-
tion be taken to remove the restrictions im-
posed by the Department of Agriculture on
manufacturers of tobacco products, including
cigarettes, and, further, that the lend-lease
program be restricted to a degree where it
will have the use only of such surplus tobacco
products and cigarettes as may be available
after our armed forces have been fully and
adequately supplied; to the Committee on
Agriculture,

5992, By Mr. SHORT: Petition of Jennie E.
Hovey and others, of Howell County, Mo.,
urging support of House bill 2082, introduced
by Hon. JoserH R. BrYsoN, of South Carolina,
to reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower,
and speed production of materials necessary
for the winning of the war by prohibiting
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of
alecholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war and until the termina-
tion of demobilization; to the Committee on
the Jud'ciary.

3993. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Petition
of the Wisconsin Council of Agriculture, rel=-
ative to subsidies and price-control policies;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

3994, By Mr. GRIFFITHS: Petition of sun-
dry citizens of Washington County, Ohio, sup-
portiag House bill 2082, prohibiting the man-
ufacture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war and until the termination of de-
mobilization; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

SENATE

TaurspAY, DECEMBER 9, 1943

(Legislative day of Tuesday, December 7,
1943)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

God of the living and of the living
dead, Thou bringest forth Thy righteous-
ness as the light and Thy judgment as
the noonday. Cause us to hear Thy lov-
ing kindness in the morning, for in Thee
do we trust.

Upon our spirits as we come today
there rests the sadness of farewell at
the sudden passing from our side and
sight of a loved figure, who for so many
years bowed in reverence here at the
hour of the morning prayer and in whose
thoughts daily was the ministry of the

‘petitions here offered to those whose
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lives they might touch across this broad
land. We thank Thee for the life and
service of this servant of Thine and of
the Nation, who wore ever the white
flower of a blameless life; whose personal
bearing stamped him as one of Thy
noblemen, whose gentleness made him
great, whose rare qualities of heart
and mind endeared him to the Mem-
bers of this body and whose very
countenance was as a parchment of
peace. In this temple of freedom
whose courts he had trod with joyful fi-
delity for threescore and six years, see=-
ing and recording the moving pageant
of the Nation’s life, he has lingered un-
til the light of a coming victory over
the tyranny which threatened us and
all the world redfiens the sky. And now,
as aged Simeon of old, he has fallen on
sleep at his post of service with the
parting benediction, “Now lettest Thy
servant depart in peace, for mine eyes
have seen Thy salvation.” We pray
that Thou wilt pour the benediction of
Thy consolation upon his dear ones who
sit today in the bowed circle of grief.
Bring us all to the homeland of Thine
eternal love and to the inheritance of the
saints in light. We ask it in the dear
Redeemer’s name. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarkLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Wednesday, December 8, 1943,
was dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr, Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the House
had passed a joint resclution (H. J. Res.
171) to permit the importation from for-
eign countries free of duty, during a
period of 90 days, of certain grains and
other products to be used for livestock
and poultry feed, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

REPORT ON PERSONNEL OF THE LAND FORCES

A confidential letter from the Secretary of
War, reporting, pursuant to law, relative to
personnel of the land forces on October 31,
1943; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REerPorT OF COMMISSION ON LICENSURE HEALING
ArTs PRACTICE AcCT, DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA
A letter from the President of the Com-

mission on Licensure Healing Arts Practice

Act, Distriet of Columbia, transmitting, pur-

suant to law, the annual report of the Com-

mission on Licensure Healing Arts Practice

Act, District of Columbia, 1928, for the fiscal

year ended June 30, 1943 (with an accom-

panying report); to the Committee on the

District of Columbia.

LIMITATION ON SEVERAL AGENCIES—EXPENDI-
TURES FOR TRAVEL, PRINTING AND BINDING,
AND PURCHASE OF MOTOR-FROPELLED PASSEN=-
GER-CARRYING VEHICLES

A letter from the Director of the Budget,
transmitting, pursuant to law, coples of let=-
ters addressed to the heads of the Division of
Central Administrative Services, Foreign Eco-
nomic Administration, National War Labor
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